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Statutory Orders and Notifications issued by the Ministries of the Government of India 
(other than the Ministry of Defence) by Central Authorities 
(other than the Administrations of Union Territories) 


Dates of Evidence— 29-8-77, 30-8-77, 31-8-77, 1-9-77, 
6-9-77, 7-9-77, 8-9-77, 9-9-77, 12-9-77, 13-9-77, 
14-9-77, 20-9-77, 21-9-77, 23-9-77, 26-9-77, 27-9-77, 

28- 9-77, 29-9-77, 30-9-77, 3-10-77, 4-10-77, 5-10-77, 

6-10-77, 10-10-77, 11 10-77, 14-11-77, 15-11-77, 

16-11-77, 21-11-77, 23-11-77, 24-11-77, 28-11-77, 

29- 11-77, 30-11-77, 5-12-77, 6-12-77, 7-12-77 and 
8-12-1977. 

Dates of Argument— 15-12-77, 16-12-77, 17-12-77, 

19-12-77. 20-12-77, 22-12-77 and 23-12-77. 

Date of Judgment — 4th January, 1978, 

JUDGMENT 

The election to the Lok Sabha from the Jorhat Parliament- 
ary Constituency took place in the month of March, 1977. 
Three candidates contested from the said Constituency ; they 
were the petitioner, Shri Dulal Bariia, the respondent No. 1, 
Tarun Gogoi, who is the returned candidate and one Shri 
Jogen Gogoi, Respondent No. 2. Thg Respondent No. 1 was 
a Congress candidate, Shri Jogen Gogoi was a candidate of 
the Communist Party of India (C.P.I.). The petitioner at 
the relevant time was, and still is, a member of the Assam 
Legislative Assembly and the Deputy Leader of the United 
Opposition Front known as the Janata Group, He was a 
Janata party candidate. The poll in the constituency took 
place on the 19th March, 1977. The petitioner obtained 
1,20,215 valid votes, the Respondent 1,48,902 votes and Shri 
Jogen Gogoi 32,081 votes, wih the result that the Respondent 
was declared elected by the Returning Officer. 

2. According to the petitioner the Respondent has com- 
mitted a large number of corrupt practices by himself, by 
his election agent, Shri Bijoy Krishna Handique, and his 
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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 

New Delhi, the 8th March, 1978 

S.O. 801.- — In pursuance of section 106 of the Repre- 
sentation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Election 
Commission hereby publishes the Judgment dated 4th Janu- 
ary, 1978, of the Gauhati High Court, Assam, in Election 
Petition No. 1 of 1977. 

IN THE GAUHATI HIGH COURT 
(HIGH COURT OF ASSAM : NAGALAND : 

MEGHALAYA : MANIPUR AND TRIPURA) 

Election Petition No. 1 of 1977 

Shri Dulal Chandra Baruah — -Petitioner. 

Vs. 

Shri Tarun Chandra Gogoi and another — Respondents. 
PRESENT : 

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice Baharul Tslam, 

For the Petitioner— Mr, J. P. Bhattachurjee, Mr. P. C. 
kotoki, Mr. S. M. Modhi, Mr, J. M. Chaudhuri 
Mr. Prasha nta Kr. Goswami, Mr. A. K, Bhattacharya' 
Mr. Joginder Singh and Miss, H. Khatun Ad- 
vocates. 

For the Respondents— Mr, R. C. Chaudhury, Mr. Ram 
Panjwaui, Mr. D. C. Goswami, Mr. N. N. Saikia 
Mr, A, S- Bhattacharjec, Mr. Liladhar Kataky, Mr. 
Bhargab Chowdhury, Advocates. 


(865) 


866 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : MARCH 25, 1978/CHA1TRA 4, 1900 [Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


other agents with the consent of the Respondent, and ns 
such the election of the Respondent hus been void. 

3. According to the Petitioner corrupt practices within the 
meaning of Section 123(1) of the Representation of the 
People Act, 1051 (hereinafter referred to as ‘the Act') have 
been committed and the allegations of the said corrupt prac- 
tices have been made in paras 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16. 
17, 27, 25, 26, 28, 29(a), 29(b) and 29(c) of the petition ; 
allegations of corrupt practices within the meaning of Section 
123(2) of the Act have been made in paras 31 and 36 of 
the petition ; allegations of corrupt practices within the 
meaning of Section 123(3) of the Act have been made in 
paras 22, 23, 24 and 30 of the petition ; allegations of cor- 
rupt practice within the meaning of Section 123(1A) of the 
Act have been made in paras 18, 19, 20 and 21 of the 
petition ; and allegations of corrupt practices within the 
meaning of Section 123(7) of the Act have been made 
in para 29 read with para 32, sub-paras (i), (ii), (ill), 
(iv), (v), (vi), (vii), (viii), (ix) and (xiii) of the petition. 
In order to avoid repetitions, I am not mentioning here the 
allegations of corrupt practices and the names of the persons 
who allegedly committed the corrupt practices. T shall refer 
to them at the appropriate places below. 

4. Respondent No. 2 did not appear. Respondent No, 1 
(hereinafter called ‘the Respondent’) has filed a written state- 
ment. He has denied the commission of the corrupt prac- 
tices alleged by the Petitioner either by himself or by his 
election agent or by any of his agents with his consent. I 
shall refer to his answers to the specific allegations of cor- 
rupt practices at the appropriate places below. 

5. On the basis of the pleadings of the parties, the follow- 
ing issues have been framed : 

(1) Whether the Respondent No. 1 has committed the 
corrupt practices alleged in paragraphs 10 to 26 
and 35 of the Election Petition or any of them. 
If so, whether the election of Respondent No. 1 is 
liable to he decided void. 

(2) Whether the Election Agent of Respondent No. 1, 
has committed the corrupt practices alleged in paras 
24, 27 and 28 of the Election Petition or any of 
them. If so, whether the eloction of Respondent 
No. 1 is liable to be doclared void. 

(3) Whether corrupt practices as alleged in paras 6, 
12, 15, 17, to 29, 29(a) to (c), 30, 31, 32(i) to 
(xiii), 33(i) to (iv), 36 Hnd 37 of the election 
petition, or any of them, have/has been committed 
by the persons named in the said paragraphs. If 
so, whether the said corrupt practices or any of 
them have/has been committed with the consent ot 
the Respondent No. and/or his election agent. 

(4) Whether corrunt practices as alleged in paras 29, 
29(a) to (c), 30, 31, 32(i) to (xiii), 33(i) to (tv) 
of the election petition or any of them have/has 
been committed by the persons named in the said 
paragraphs. Whether the said corrupt practices com- 
mitted were in the interest of Respondent No. 1 and 
as a result thereof, whether the result of the elec- 
tion of Respondent No. 1 has been materially 
affected. 

(5) Whether there has been any irregularity or illegality 
as alleged in paras 33 and 34 of the election peti- 
tion. If so, whether the result of the election of 
Respondent No, 1 has been materially affected as 
a result thereof. 

(6) Whether the allegations of corrupt practices made 
in paragraphs 27, 32(i) to (xiii), 33 and 33(i) to 
(iv) and 35 of the election petition, or any of 
them, are /is not in compliance with Section 83(1) (b) 
of the Representation of the people Act. If so, to 
what effect 7 

(7) To what relief or reliefs are the parties entitled 
to? 

6. Issue No. 6 was heard as a preliminary Issue and 

disposed of by my order dated 8-7-1977. In Issue No. 6 
it was held "Para 33 of the election petition does not relate 
to any corrupt practice, but to an alleged violation of Sec- 


tion 26 of the Act. This para of the petition is covered by 
Issue No. 5. 

Learned Counsel for the Petitioner concedes that paragraph 
36 of the elecion petition is not in compliance with Sec- 
tion 83(1) of the R. P. Act and as such paragraph 35 
shall be deemed to form no part of the election petition. 
The petitioner shall not be entitled to give evidence on the 
allegations made in this paragraph. The reference to para- 
graph 35 in Issue No. 1 shall be deleted,” 

As a result of the above Bindings on Issue No. 6, Issue 
No. 1 stands recast as follows : 

“(1) Whether the Respondent No. 1 has committed the 
corrupt practices alleged in paragraphs 10 to 26 
of the election petition or any of them. If so, whether 
the election of Respondent No. 1 is liable to be 
declared void.” 

In para 6 of the petition, the Petitioner has not pleaded 
commission of any corrupt practice as such. In para 29 
also the Petitioner has not made allegations of any indepen- 
dent corrupt practice. Paragraph 29 should be read along with 
sub-paras (i) to (xiii) of paragraph 32 of the petition. 

In paragraph 37 of the petition also, the Petitioner has 
made no allegation of any separate corrupt practice. The 
para contains mere argument. As such, and In view of the 
findings on Issue No. 6, Issues No. 3 and 4 stand recast as 
follows : — 

“(3) Whether corrupt practices aa alleged in paras 12, 
15, 17 to 28, 29(a) to (c), 30, 31, 29, read with 
paras 32(1) to (xiii) and 36 of the election petition 
or any of them, have/has been committed by the 
persons named in the said paragraphs. If so, whe- 
ther the said corrupt practices or any of them, 
have/has been committed with the consent of res- 
pondent No. 1 and/or his election agent. 

(4) Whether corrupt practices as alleged in paras 29(a) 
to (c), 30, 31, 29 read with paras 32(i) to (xiii) 
of the election petition or any of them, have/has 
been committed by the persons named in the said 
paragraphs. Whether the said corrupt practices, If 
commlned, were in the interest of Respondent No. 1 
and as a result thereof, whether the result of the 
election has been materially affected,” 

7. At this stage an examination of the principles of law 
relevant to the present case is called for. 

One of the salutory principles that should be kept In 
mind is that the election of a returned candidate should 
not be lightly set aside, as he has won the election appa- 
rently by securing majority of votes ; and holding of a fresh 
election means numerous botherations, huge expenses, loss 
of public time and money, and uncertainty of public re- 
presentation from the constituency in question. At the same 
time it must also be remembered that the purity of the poll 
must be maintained ; and if it is violated, by violating tho 
provisions of the law, and thus tho election is won, it has 
to be set aside. (Sec. 9 Election Law Reports 231 and A.I.R. 
1977 S.C. 208). 

In A.I.R. 1976 S.C. 1599 their Lordships of the Supreme 
Court have observed : 

"Tn a democracy such as ours, the purity and sanctity 
of elections, the sacrosanct and sacred nature of 
the electoral process must be preserved and main- 
tained. The valuable verdict of the people at the 
polls must be given due respect and candour and 
should not be disregarded or set at naught on vague, 
indefinite, frivolous or fanciful allegations or on 
evidence which is of a shaky or prevaricating 
character. It is well settled that the onus lies heavily 
on the election petitioner to make out a strong case 
for setting aside an election. In our country elec- 
tion is a fairly costly and expensive venture and 
the Representation of the People Act Has provided 
sufficient safeguards to make the elections fair and 
free. In the circumstances, therefore, election results 
cannot be lightly brushed aside in election disputes. 
At the same time it is necessary to protect the purity 
and sobriety of the elections by ensuring that the 
candidates do not secure the valuable votes of the 
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people by undue influence, fraud, communal pro- 
paganda, bribery or other corrupt practices as laid 
down in the Act.’’ 

8. In the instant case the election of the Respondent is 
sought to be set aside on the ground of corrupt practices. 
The law is well-settled that a charge of corrupt practice 
is of quasi criminal nature and the commission of the corrupt 
practice must be proved beyond reasonable doubt and not 
by mere preponderance of probabilities. [See (1977) 1 S.C.C. 
260, A.I.R. 1977 S.C. 2171 and A.I.R. 1977 S.C. 208]. 

Their Lordships of the Supreme Court in A.I.R. 1977 S.C. 
208 (supra) have also observed : — 

“A charge of corrupt practice is easy to level but diffi- 
cult to prove. If it is sought to be proved only 
or mainly by oral evidence without there being con- 
temporaneous documents to support it, Court should 
be very careful in scrutinizing the oral evidence 
and should not lightly accept it unless the evidence 
is credible, trustworthy, natural and showing beyond 
doubt Ihc commission of corrupt practice, as alleged. 

* -r 

It must always be borne in mind that the 

consequences ot setting aside of an election on the 
ground of corrupt practice are very serious for the 
candidate concerned ns well as others involved 
in it. A Court, therefore, should reach its con- 
clusion with care and caution taking into considera- 
tion the broad probabilities, the natural conduct of 
the persons involved and the special situation in 
which a corrupt practice is alleged to have been 
committed.” 

9. The present case, by and large, depends on oral evidence 
on the charges of corrupt practice. The principle of law 
applicable in viewing such evidence need also, therefore, bo 
Stated. 

In the case of Birbal Singh v, Kcdar Nath, reported in 
A.I.R. 1977 S.C. 1, their Lordships of the Supreme Court, 
have observed : 

“ It is a matter of common occurrence in election 

petitions that parties manage to collect a large 
volume of oral evidence in support of the allega- 
tions of corrupt practice. Very often, the allega- 
tions are concocted and are attempted to be estab- 
lished with the evidence of partisan witnesses. On 
rare occasions when the allegations arc true, untrue 
cvidcnco is Jed to strengthen the charges. 

t- * * 1 ' *H 

Their Lordships of the Supreme Court in the case of 
Rahim Khan Vs. Khurshid Ahmed and others, reported in 
(1974) 2 S.C.C. 660, have observed : — 

“We must emphasize the danger of believing at its face 
value oral evidence in an election case without the 
backing of sure circumstances or indubitable docu- 
ments. It must be remembered that corrupt prac- 
tices may perhaps be proved by hiring half a dozen 
witnesses apparently respectable and dis-interested, 
to speak to short and/simple episodes such as that 
a small village meeting took place where the can- 
didate accused his rival of personal vices. There 
is no X-ray whereby the dishonesty of the story 
can be established and, if the Court were gullible 
enough to gulp such oral versions and invalidate 
elections, a new menace to our electoral system 
would have been invented through the judicial ap- 
paratus. We regard it as extremely unsafe, in the 
present climate of kilkenny-cat election competitions 
und partisan witnesses wearing robes of veracity, 
to upturn a hard won electoral victory merely be- 
cause lip service to a corrupt practice has been 
rendered by some sanctimonious witnesses. The 
Court must look for serious assurance, unlying 
circumstances or unimpeachable documents to up- 
hold grave charges of corrupt practices which might 
not merely cancel the election result, but extinguish 
many a man’s public life.” 

10 It will appear that most of (he witnesses examined 
by the petitioner and the Respondent were members and/ 


or workers or supporters of one or the other of the two 
main contending parties. As such they were partisan and 
interested. The principle of law that should be kept in view 
in assessing the evidence of such witnesses need also be 
slated. 

The Supreme Court in A.I.R. 1976 S.C. 1599 (supra) 
has observed : — 

“The allegations of corrupt practices being in the nature 
of a quasi-criminal charge the same must be proved beyond 
any shadow of doubt. Where the election petitioner seeks to 
prove charge by purely partisan evidence consisting of his 
workers, agents, supporters and friends, the court would have 
to approach the evidence with great care and caution, scrutiny 
and circumspection, and would, as a matter of prudence 
though not as a rule of law, require corroboration of such evi- 
dence from independent quarters, unless the Court is fully 
satisfied that the evidence is so credit- worthy and true, spot- 
less and blemishlcss, cogent and consistent, that no corrobo- 
ration to lend further assurance is necessary. It has to be 
borne in mind that the attempt of the agents or supporters 
of that defeated candidate is always to get the election set 
aside by means fair or foul and the evidence of such wit- 
nesses, therefore, must be regarded as highly interested and 
tainted evidence which should be acted upon only if the Court 
is satisfied that the evidence is true and docs not suffer from 
any infirmity. Where, however, the evidence led by the elec- 
tion petitioner even though consistent Ls fraught with inherent 
improbabilities and replete with unnatural tendencies ; the 
Court my refuse to accept such evidence, because consistency 
alone is not the conclusive test of truth. Judicial experience 
shows that sometimes even a tutored or parrot like evidence 
can be consistent and free from discrepancies and yet not 
worthy of credence.” 

Tn A.I.R. 1977 S.C, 1 (supra) also the Supreme Court 
have observed : — 

“Interested witnesses arc not necessarily false witnesses 
though the fact that the witness has a personal in- 
terest or stake in the matter must put Court on 
its guard. The evidence of such witnesses must be 
subjected to a closer scrutiny and indeed the court 
may in a given case he justified in rejecting that 
evidence unless it is corroborated from an indepen- 
dent source. But the reasons for corroboration must 
arise out of the context and texture of evidence. 
Even interested witnesses may be interested in tel- 
ling the truth to the Court and therefore, the Court 
must assess the testimony of each important wit- 
ness and indicate its reasons for accepting or reject- 
ing it. A broad and general comment that a parti 
cular witness, is an election agent of a candidate and 
cannot therefore, be relied upon is not a judicial 
assessment of evidence. Evidence can be assessed 
only after a careful analysis.” 

11. The legal effect of non-examination by the Respon 
dent of some witnesses to whom T shall refer at the appro- 
priate places, may also be stated at this stage. 

In 1969 (1) S.C.C. 636 their Lordships of the Supreme 

Court held that before an inference can be drawn by the 

Court from the non- examination of a witness by the Res- 
pondent, the Court must first find that ‘the testimony of wit- 
nesses examined against the successful candidate as acceptable, 
so that the initial burden which lay on the election petitioner 
was discharged to the satisfaction of the court”. 

In (1975) 4 S.C.C 769. their Lordships held : 

“ even it the nature of the trial of an election peti- 

tion is not the same in all respects ns that of a 
criminal trial, the burden of proving each and every 
ingredient of the charge in an election petition re- 
mains on the petitioner." 

12. Keeping in mind the above principles of law we may 
now turn to the corrupt practices as alleged in the petition. 
According to the petitioner corrupt practices within the mean- 
ing of Section 123(10) of the Act were committed by the 
Respondent himself at the following places : 

(i) GAJPUR1A 

Tn para 10 of the petition, the petitioner has alleged that 
on 3-3-77 the Respondent went to village Gajpuria and met 
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one Shri Tepu Dutta there and requested the latter to cast his 
own vote in his favour and procure the votes of the other 
electors of the said village in his favour. For that purpose 
the Respondent paid him Rs, 1,500 for the purpose of repair- 
ing a culvert of the village. The Respondent in bis written 
statement has admitted that on 3-3-77 he visited Gajpuria 
village and met some people there but has denied to have met 
Tepu Dutta and to have paid to him Rs. 1,500 and to have 
requested him to work for the purpose of his election in that 
village. 

The Petitioner has no personal knowledge of the commis- 
sion of the corrupt practice. He has stated In his petition that 
he was informed about the commission of the corrupt practice. 
In support of his allegations, he has examined three witnesses 
P.W. 27, Krishna Kumar Borah, P.W. 28, Rabin Tamuli and 
P.W. 39 Dhircn Saikia, while the Respondent has examined 
himself, R.W, 8, Golok Bora and R.W. 20, Loknath Bora. 
All of them have denied the allegations R.W. 8 has denied to 
have visited Gajpuria on 3-3-77. R.W. 20 has admitted to have 
attended a meeting at Gajpuria with the Respondent but has 
denied the alleged payment of the money by the Respondent 
to Tepu Dutta. 


of the Janata Party and hostility to the Congress Party. This 
inference is further fortified by his conduct that he collected 
the summons to depose in this case from the Janata Party 
office at Jorhat. 

P,W. 39, Dhiren Saikia, is a student of the Jorhat Indus- 
trial Training Institute. He is a resident of Gajpuria village. 
He deposes that when the Respondent was paying the money 
to Tepu Dutta at the latter's residence, lie and the other 
witnesses were standing at the door- way of the house. When 
the Respondent and hts companions came out of the house, 
he saw him and the two other witnesses at he verandah and 
told them that he (Respondent) had paid Rs. 1500 to Tepu 
Dutta and that the bridge would be repaired soon, The wit- 
ness also says that the cement was stored in the house of 
Smt. Numali Bora. Smt. Numali Bora has not been examin- 
ed by the petitioner. He too admits that he visited the Jorhat 
Janata Party office on the 4th March, 1977, along with P.W.’s 
27 and 28 to give the information. He also admits that Lakhi 
Tamuli, Debeswar Bora and Someswar Saikia were the leading 
people of the village and that they were present in the afore- 
said meeting but Lakhi Tamuli, Debeswar Bora and Somes- 
war Saikia who appear to be disinterested persons have not 
been examined by the Petitioner. 


P.W. 27 is a student of the J. B. College, Jorhat, He is 
a resident of Gajpuria village which is at a distance of about 
3 miles from Jorhat. According to him on March 3, 1977, 
Tepu Dutta convened a congress election meeting in the 
local ‘Namghar’ at about 7 p.m. and about 40 or 50 persons 
attended the meeting. The . meeting was attended, according 
to P.W. 27, by the Respondent, Loknath Bora (R. W, 20), 
Golok Bora (R.W. 8), Suren Bora and others. He says that 
the Respondent and Suren Bora requested the people to cast 
their votes in favour of the Congress, when one Someswar 
Saikia of that village stood up and complained thHt they had 
been voting for the Congress all along ; the Congress people 
came only at the time of the election and made promises, 
but after the election, they were not to be seen. He further 
deposes that Someswar Saikia referred to the condition of 
the bridge of the village and said that it was in a damaged 
condition and that it could not be repaired for want of 
money. The witness further says that the Respondent then 
said that he had entrusted the task of repairing the bridge 
to Tepu Dutta who would do the needful. After the meeting 
was over, the witness further says, the Respondent, Suren 
Bora, Tepu Dutta, P.W.’s 20, 28, 39 and he himself went 
to the resident of Tepu Dutta where the Respondent paid 
Rs. 1500 to Tepu Dutta. FIc (Respondent) then told P.W.’s 
27, 28 and 39 that as they had seen that the amount of 
Rs. 1500 had been paid to Tepu Dutta, he (Tepu Dutta) 
would soon repair the bridge, and requested them to work 
for him in the election and requested the villagers to cast 
their voles in his favour. Although in cross-examination he 
says that in the last election he did not work for the Peti- 
tioner, he admits that ‘they’, meaning himself, P.W. 28 and 
29, supported the Janata Party. He afto admits that he did 
not discuss with the people of the village as to whom the 
votes should be cast before the meeting. He afso admits that 
he gave the information about the alleged payment of the 
money by the Respondent to the Petitioner, who took a note 
of the information on a piece of paper. He also admits in 
cross-examination that he and the other witnesses did not 
complaint to anybody against the conduct of Tepu Dutta 
in accepting the amount of Rs. 1500 from the Respondent 
but in not completing the repair of the bridge. He further 
admits that although after the acceptance of the money Tepu 
Dutta did not complete the bridge, he did not intimate the 
Respondent that Tepu Dutta hud not done the work. He says 
that some materials including cement were collected near 
the bridge, and that the cement was originally deposited in ihe 
house on one Smt. Numafi Bora. He does not know to what 
has happened with the cement. 

P.W. 28-Rabin Tamuli corroborates P.W. 27. He says that 
next day he along with: P.W. 27 and P.W. 39 visited the 
Janata Party office at Jorhat and reported the incident to 
the petitioner who was present there. P.W. 27 was in Gov- 
ernment service since 11-3-77. He says that neither he nor 
P.W. 27, nor P.W. 29, worked for the Janata Party. He says. 
“We did not participate in any election work’’. He is con- 
tradicted by P.W.’s 27 and 39 who say that they worked for 
the Janata Party. Further the very conduct that on the day 
following the day of the aforesaid alleged incident, he along 
with P.W.’s 27 and 39 went to the Jorhat Janata Party office 
to give the information, shows that he had a bias In favour 


P.W. 39 did not report the above incident of payment of 
money to any of the leading people of the village dur ing that 
night, nor did he complain that although Tepu Dutta had 
accepted Rs. 1 500 from the Respondent, he hud not com- 
pleted the bridge. 

On the top of all these, the [Petitioner during trial has 
departed from his case in the election petition, While his case 
in the petition was that the Respondent paid the amount for 
a culvert, the evidence, of whatever worth it is, is that the 
money was paid for the repair of a bridge. 

Learned Counsel for the Respondent submits that the name 
of the Respondent was not mentioned in Ex. P /2 ; and the 
omission damages the Petitioner’s case against the commission 
of any corrupt practice by the Respondent Ext, P/2 is a 
copy of a complaint made in writing by the Petitioner at 
Delhi on 31-3-77 to the Chief Election Commissioner (C.E.C.) 
Ext. P/2 shows that the Petitioner alleged that the Congress 
candidate had won the election by committing a large number 
of corrupt practices, The submission is not correct. For, 
‘Congress candidate’ meant the Respondent. 

Shri J, P. Bhattacharjec, learned counsel for the Petitioner 
submits that the Respondent has not examined Suren Bora 
and Tepu Dutta, nor has he explained as to why he has not 
examined them. Although the Respondent’s was a denial of 
the commission of the corrupt practice, he has examined 
R.W.’s 8 and 20 to support his denial, as stated earlier. The 
burden, prima facie, is upon the Petitioner to establish the 
corrupt practice by cogent evidence. FJc has not explained as 
to why disinterested witnesses like Lakhi Tamuli, Debeswar 
Bora and Someswar Saikia who were said to be present in 
the meeting and Smt, Numali Bora in whose house the cement 
is alleged to have been stored, have not been examined. 

As a result of the foregoing discussion l hold that the 
Petitioner has failed to establish the alfegation of the cor- 
rupt practice. 

(ii) NA-ALI DHEKIAJULI KAFIARGAON 


In para 11 of the petition the Petitioner alleges that on 
7-3-77, the Bespondent accompanied by Sada Baruah, Deputy 
Chief Executive Councillor of the Jorhat Mahkuma P; rishnd, 
went to the above village and met Parcsh Dutta of that vil- 
lage, requested the latter to vote for him and work for him 
in the village in the election so as to induce the other voters 
of the village to vote for him in the election and paid him 
Rs. 1000 for arranging a feast for entertaining the villagers, 
Paresh Dutta accepted the amount and arranged the feast on 
the following day and entertained the electors of the village 
in order to induce them to vote for the Respondent. 

In his written statement the Respondent has admitted 
the visit to the said village with Sada Baruah but has denied 
the Petitionees allegations that he went to Na-Afi Dhekiajult 
Kahargaon. paid Rs. 1000 to Paresh Dutta to arrange a feast 
to entertain the villagers. He denies that any feast was 
arranged on 8-3-77 as alleged by the Petitioner. 


In support of his 
two witnesses — P.W. 


allegation, the Petitioner has examined 
9 Debeswar Dutta and P.W, 10— Dhiren 
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Dutta. While the Respondent has examined himself and 
P.W. 9 in rebuttal. They have denied the allegations. 

P.W. 9 supports the petitioner's allegations. He deposes 
that on 7-3-77 at about 7. P.M. he was passing by the road 
when the Respondent find Sada Baruah visited the village 
by a ear. The Respondent and Sada Baruah met Paresh Dutta 
and gave him Rs. 1000 and asked him to entertain the people 
of the village with a feast and to try to procure their votes 
for him. He further says that at that time, some workers 
of the ‘Shramik Bahini" of the village were working on the 
road. Before departure, he further deposes, the Respondent 
spoke to the people of the ‘Shramik Bahini’ and toi'd them 
that Rs. 1000 had been paid to Paresh Dutta for aranging 
a feast for them and requested them to cast their votes in his 
favour. He says that Paresh Dutta is the Secretary of the 
Village Sangha. The feast was held in the Sangha premises 
on the 8 th March. He deposes that he saw the arrangement 
of the feast although he did not pertake of it. He says that he 
saw the Respondent that evening for the first time and that 
it was P.W. 10 who introduced the Respondent to him, while 
P.W. 10 himself says that he fPAV. 10) "saw Tamil Ciogot 
for the first time that evening'’. Naturally, therefore, counsel 
for the Respondent submits, the question of introducing the 
Respondent by P.W. 10 to P.W. 9 is not possible. But when 
the visit to the village by the Respondent is admitted, the 
evidence of introduction becomes irrelevant. P.W. 9, however, 
did not inform anybody of the village about the payment 
of the amount of Rs. 1000 by the Respondent for the arrange- 
ment of a feast, He admits that he himself was invited to the 
feast by Paresh Dutta but he did not attend the same. He 
has given the date of the payment of the money to be 7th 
of March, hut he does not remember the date on which he 
went to Jalukani to meet Duln] Baruah to give him the in- 
formation. It is difficult to believe him when he says he 
remembers the precise date of the payment of money to be 
the 7th of March while he does not remember the dale of his 
visit to Jalukani, 

P.W. 10 who is a cultivator, also supports the Petitioner's 
allegations. He says that he was going by the road along with 
P.W. 9 when by chance (hey saw (he Respondent and Sada 
Baruah. After the payment of the money, he began to work 
with the other people of the ‘Shramik Bahini'. According to 
him the workers of the ‘Shramik Bahini' entrusted Paresh 
Dutta, Kamal Bora and Niraial Konwar with the arrangement 
of the feast which was arranged on the following evening in 
the premises of the local Sangha and the residents of the 
village participated in the feast. He says that he was also 
invited to the feast but he did not attend it. He further says 
that two or three days after the incident he and P.W. 9 
informed the matter to the lanata Party office at Jorhat and 
thereafter he informed the matter to Dulal Baruah when he 
met the latter in the election meeting at Jalukani. Accord- 
ing to him he himself was one of the members of the "Shramik 
Bahini’; the amout was paid to Paresh Dutta to the know- 
ledge of the members of the 'Shramik Bahini’ and that the 
members of the ‘Shramik Bahini' entrusted Paresh Dutta, 
Kamal Bora and Nirmal Konwar to arrange the feast the 
next day. He did not object to the receipt of the money or 
to the arrangement of the feast. His conduct shows that he 
had his implied consent to the acceptance of (he money and 
the arrangement of the feast and so it was expected that he 
would also participate in the feast if it was at all arranged ; 
but he has given no reasons as to why he did not participate. 
He did not tell anybody of the village as to the undesirability 
of the acceptance of the money. He says that he had only 
casual talks with a few people here and there. Even after 
the feast, the people of the village did not decide in a body 
to vote for the Respondent or against him. It was expected 
that after the feast, at least the people who hud participated 
in the feast would decide in a body whether to vote for the 
Respondent or not. The evidence of P.W.’s 9 and 10 is not 
worth acceptance. The petitioner has not explained as to why 
he has not examined disinterested witnesses like Binodc Bhu- 
yan, the village gaobura, and the village teachers Tike Golap 
Mahanta and Upcn Kalita. 

Learned Counsel for the Petitioner submits that the Res- 
pondent ought to have examined Paresh Dutta who was 
cited by him as a witness. In my opinion it was not neces- 
sary for the Respondent to examine him to support his denial. 
The Petitioner having failed to establish a prima facie case 
by believable evidence, the Respondent had nothing to rebut 
with the evidence of Paresh Dutta. 

The allegation of the corrupt practice, in my opinion, is 
not established. 


(iii) NAGAJANKA TEA ESTATE 

In para 12 of the petition the Petitioner has alleged that 
on 16-3-77 at Nagajanka Tea Estate the Respondent with, 
Gunaram Tanti, brother of Gajcn Tanti, labour Minister of 
Assam, was distributing money and wine through Chandra 
Tangla and Pelu Chetri, two of the workers and electors of 
the said Tea Estate. The purpose, according to the Petitioner, 
of distributing money and wine w'us to induce tile voters to 
vote for the Respondent, it has further been alleged that 
while they were distributing money and wine, some of the 
Janata workers headed by Purnananda Gogoi arrived at the 
spot and caught them whereupon the Respondent and his 
companion lied the place. 

The Respondent in his written statement has denied the 
allegation of the corrupt practice. He has averred that he did 
not visit Nagajanka Tea Estate at all during the period of 
election. 

The Petitioner has examined P.W. 16, Purnanda Gogoi, 
P.W. 17, Chandra Tangla and P.W. IS, Pelu Chetn in support 
of his case, white the Respondent has examined himself and 
R.W., 7 Shri Gunaram Tanti, both of whom have denied the 
allegations. 

P.W. 16, Purnananda Gogoi, is a High School Teacher. 
Admittedly he worked for the Janata Party in the election and 
w'as in-charge of the Nagajanka Tea Garden area. He says 
that he informed the Petitioner about the incident between 
10 and 11 P.M. of the 18;h when the latter visited the Tea 
Garden, but he admits that he did not inform any authority 
about the aforesaid incident, nor even did he infotm Rafique 
Ahmed Bora, the Manager of the Tea Estate. In the circum- 
stances it is difficult to place reliance on him. 

P.W. 17, Chandra Tangla, is a cultivutor and a resident 
of the Tea Estate. He is not a worker of the Tea Garden 
but he says that his mother and his younger brother are 
labourers of the Garden. He lives with his mother in a bouse 
belonging to the Tea Garden authority. He says that at the 
time of the occurrence two persons got down from a jeep ; 
one of them was Gunaram Tanti but he did not know the 
other. Gunaram Tanti asked him to call the labourers from 
the labour line. He did. About 10 or 12 labourers came, 
Gunaram Tanti asked them to cast their votes by putting the 
stamp on the symbol of the 'C.ow and the Calf which was 
a symbol allotcd to the Respondent. The Witness 
further says that Gunaram Tanti gave one jerryeun of 
liquor and an amount of Rs. 35 to them and asked them to 
consume the liquor and spend the money in buying cigaret- 
tes, biddis and the like and requested them to ask the other 
voters also to cast their votes on the symbol of ‘cow and the 
calf’. At that time, he suvs, P.W. 16 scolded them for drinking 
liquor when Gunaram Tanti and his companion Left the olace. 
He further says that there were two or three other persons 
with P.W. 16 and that after the departure of P.W. 16, the 
people present there sat down and consumed the liquor. Of 
the amount of Rs. 35 he received, he says, he gave Rs. 15 
to Pelu Chetri fP.W. 18) and he himself retained Rs. 20, but 
his amount was taken away by the youngesters and spent it 
in buying ‘biddis - , 'pukoras’ and such other things. 

P.W. 18, Pelu Chetri, is an ex-tea garden labour of the 
Nagajanka Tea Garden. He admits that Nilakantha and 
l.akhindra Tanti are the leading persons of the labour line 
near the place of incident. But he says that they did not 
come to the place at the time, as they were not called. Tt 
has not been explained as to why these two persons were not 
invited to the place although they were admittedly leading 
persons of the labour line and could possibly influence the 
voters. 

P.W.s, 17 and 18 claim to be Congress workers, which 
fact has been seriously challenged by the Respondent. It is 
difficult to believe that they were Congress workers. Jf they 
are Congress workers, it is difficult to sec why they come to 
depose for the Janata candidate. If the Congress candidate 
could utilize them by giving them liquor and munev, there is 
no guarantee that, they could not be won over by the Janata 
candidate later by similar gifts to depose in his favour. I 
refuse to nlacc reliance on their evidence, particularly when 
leading persons like Nilakanta and Lakhindra have not been 
examined. 

In my opinion the Petitioner has failed to prove the alle- 
gation of the corrupt practice by any acceptable evidence. 
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(iv) DAKHIN BAHAT GAON 

In para 13 of the petition, the Petitioner has alleged that 
on 7-3-77 the Respondent went to Dakhin Bahai Gaon and 
met on Bapti Bora of the village and requested him to vote 
for him and to work for him in the election. The Respondent 
paid him Rs. 1000 to arrange a feast for the residents of his 
village so as to induce the voters of the village to vote for 
him in the election. Bapti Bora accepted the money and ai- 
ranged a feast on 18-3*77 and entertained the electors of the 
village. 

The respondent in his written statement has denied the 
allegations. He stated that he did not go to Dakhin Bahat 
Gaon either on 7-3-77 or any other day, did not meet Bapti 
Bora and pay him the amount as alleged by the petitioner. 
According to him the incident alleged by the, Petitioner is a 
figment of imagination. 

The Petitioner did not examine any witness to substan- 
tiate the allegations. The only evidence on the point is the 
evidence of the Petitioner, which is hearsay. So the allegation 
of the coirupt practice remains unestablished. On the contrary 
the Respondent and R.W, 8 have denied the allegations of 
the Petitioner. 

(v) BAGHMARrA PAT1A GAON 

The allegation in para 14 of tho petition is. that on 18-3-77 
the Respondent went to Baghmaria Patia Gaon in Charigaon 
Mouza with Suren Bora, Headmaster of the Bohana Govt. 
Aided High School and met Dulal Dutta and Nabin Bora 
of the said village, requested them to vote for him and to 
work for him in the election and paid them Rs. 1000 to 
entertain the villagers in a feast. Dulal Dutta and Nabin Bora 
accepted the money and arranged a feast in the village and 
entertained the electors of the village. 

The Respondent in his written statement has denied the 
allegations, 

In support of his allegation, the Petitioner has examined 
P.W. 4.9, Rajan Dutta and P.W. 50, Tularam Bora, while the 
Respondent examining himself as R.W, 5 has denied the alle- 
gation. He deposes that during the period of election he did 
not visit that village at all. 

P.W. 49, Rajan Dutta, is a teacher of the Bahana Col- 
lege. He deposes that on 18-3-77 at about 8 A.M. he went to 
Baghmaria Patia Gaon by bicycle. Near the ‘Namghar' of 
Baghmaria Patia Gaon he saw the car of Suren Bora. Near 
the Namghar is the residence of Nabin Bora who is also a 
teacher of the local High School at Baghmaria. He went to 
his residence. When he was near the residence of Nabin Bora, 
he heard somebody saying, "Nabin, there is Rs. 1000, enter- 
tain the local voters with a feast with this amount tonight". 
The witness then entered into the room and saw the Respon- 
dent handing over a bundle of currency notes to Nabin Bora. 
With the Respondent and Nabin Bora, according to him, were 
Suren Bora and Dulal Dutta in the room. His further evi- 
dence is that he expected that the feast would be arranged 
with the amount that very night. So at night he visited 
Baghmaria by his car and saw that the feast was arranged 
near a ‘Tin-Ali’ of the village in the premises of a house there. 
In the feast he saw Dulal Dutta and Nabin Bora. Seeing his 
car, Nabin Bora came near the car and said that he had no 
time to talk although the witness did not invite him for a 
talk. He (the witness) then returned home. Next day he met 
Tularam Bora (P.W. 50) of Baghmaria Bahikhor village, 
who told him that in the previous evening the Congress had 
arranged a feast at Baghmaria, He (the witness') then told 
P.W, 50 that he had already known it. On the 18th, at about 
2 P.M., he savs, be went to Jorhat Janata Party office but 
curiously he did not tell anybody about the above Incident. 
On the 19th also he visited the Jorhat Janata Paity office 
and met several persons including Anil Baruah there bur he 
did not report the above incident to them. He gives a reason 
for this. 

He says the persons in the Party office were very busy 
The explanation given is flimsy and not worthy of ncccp- 
luncc. He has further deposed that after visiting the feast, 
he straightway went home without informing anybody. 
Although he was an important office bearer of the Janata 
Parly, admittedly he did not take any steps to counter-act 


the effect of the feast, that is to say, to see that the voters 
did not cast their votes for the Congress after having been 
entertained with the feast by the Congress candidate. He 
further admits that one Budhevwar Dutta, a teacher of the 
local L. P. School, is a leading man of the village, who 
did not work for any parly in the election. The witness 
even did not inform him about the incident. His evidence 
is make-believe and inspires no confidence, He could not 

have visited the feast by his car at night for the mere fun 

of visiting it. No reliance can at all be placed on the 

evidence of this wilness. 

P.W. 50 is Tularam Bora, He also appears to be such 
witness of the feast. He says that he went to Baghmaria 
village at about 3.30 P.M. on the 18th and was returning 
from Baghmaria by bicycle at about 10 P.M. via Baghmaria 
Patiagaon. He saw a group of people about to partake of 
the feast, In the feast he saw Nabin Bora, Dulal Dutta 
kneeling down before them and telling the participants that 
that was a feast offered by the Congress candidate, They re- 
quested the participants to bring out all the voters the next 
day and have them cast iheir votes in favour of the Cortg- 
res;i candidate. The witness then proceeded home, He 
further deposes that next morning he had been to tho 

residence of P.W. 49 and told him about the feast. In 
cross-examination he says that on the 18th, on his way to 
the local polling booth to cawl his vote, he by chance saw 
P.W. 49 at his gate-way and reported the incident to him. 
He says he did not visit P.W. 49 with the set purpose of 
reporting to him the incident. He admits that he did not 
report the matter to anybody of the village. Admittedly 
from Baghmaria his home is nearer via Bhuyansuk than via 
Baghmaria Patiagaon. He did not appear to have any 
business to return home via Baghmaria Patiagaon. It is 
also difficult to believe that he had visited Bahana on the 
18th afternoon merely to meet his Chowkidur and wait till 
about 10 P.M. His evidence is not worthy of credit. 

T.carned Counsel for the Petitioner submits that the Res- 
pondent has not explained as to why he did not examine 
Suren Bora and Nanin Bora both of whom were cited by 
him as witnesses). In my opinion the Petitioner has failed 
to prove, even primn facie, the allegation of the corrupt 
practice, and as such no evidence in rebuttal was necessary. 
In my opinion the Petitioner has failed lo prove the allega- 
tion of corrupt practice. 

(vi) DHOWAPUKHURI 

In para 15, the Petitioner has alleged that on 18-3-1977 
the Respondent accompanied by Suren Bora and Loknath 
Bora, President of Chaijigaon Gaon Pnnchayat. met Abani 
Sarma of the aforesaid village and paid him Rs. 1500 
at the residence of Mahcndra Sarma so that Abani Sarma 
and the members of the village Club known as ‘Trimurti 
Club' might induce the voters of the village to east their 
votes for the Respondent in the election. It has further 
been alleged that Ram Kumar Barual), Principal of the 
Bahana College, came to the residence of Mahcndra Sarma 
and saw the payment of the money. 

The Respondent in the written statement has denied the 
allegations as entirely false. He has averred that he never 
viyited Dhowapukhuri on 18-3-1977 as alleged or at any 
other lime on the eve of the election. 

The Petitioner has examined P.W. 57, Mahendra Sarma 
and P.W. 58, Satyen Kataki, in support of his allegations, 
P.W. 57 deposes that on 18th of March at about 8 A.M. 
the Respondent, Loknath Bora and Suren Bora visited his 
residence to discuss some election matters with him. They 
sought his advice as to how to secure the votes of Dhowa- 
pukhuri and the neighbouring villages for the Ccmgress. 
He told them that it was difficult to know (he mindo of 
the people and expressed his inability to do anything in 
that regard as he was a Government servant and particu- 
larly when the Emergency was in operation. The visitors, 
however, sent for Abani Sarma, the Secretary of the Trimurti 
Club, who came and on enquiry said that the Congress 
position was not satisfactory, whereupon the Respondent 
paid Abani Sarma Rs, 1500 and asked him to spend the 
money in order to bring out the voters of the village and 
have them cast their votes in his favour. They then left 
his residence. He further says that P.W. 58, Satyen Kataki, 
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visited his residence at that time and saw the payment of the 
money. He further deposes that that very day Ram 
Kumar Haruah visited his residence about half an hour 
after (he departure of the Respondent and his companions. 
He says that he reported the incident to Ram Kumar Baruah. 
He further says that he also reported the matter to the 
Petitioner n few days after the date of Poll at Jorhat where 
he accidentally met him. 

This witness at the relevant time was a Government ser- 
vant. in cross-examination he admits thru a sum of Rs. 
5,563 was recovered from his pay at the rate of Rs, 80 
er month ulthough he has denied the suggestion that he 
ad defalcated the above amount. In the earlier elections, 
he says, he “did not actively work for any political party 
or for any independent candidate”, implying there by that 
he had worked for one party or another though not actively, 
although he was a Government servant. Although he was a 
Government servant and an educated man, he did not report 
the above incident of payment of money by the Respondent 
to Abani Sarma even to Binit Bora, Headmaster of the Hati- 
garh M, E. School, whom he met after a few days of the 
incident. He says he reported the matter to none, except to 
Ram Kumar Baruah, who, however, has not been examined 
by the Petitioner, although the Petitioner in his election peti- 
tion specifically stated that Ram Kumar Baruah himself saw 
the payment of the money. Although Satyen Kataki (P.W. 
58), who, according to P.W. 57, himself saw the payment of 
the money, he deposes that he did not report to the Petitioner 
that Satyen Kataki also visited his home at the time of the 
payment of the money. Although Ram Kumar’s name has 
been mentioned as a witness of the incident in the election 
petition, the names of P.W.’s 57 and 58 do not find place 
in it. P.W. 57 appears to be a man of doubtful integrity. In 
the circumstances no reliance can be placed on his evidence 

P.W. 58, Satyen Kataki is a resident of Charigaon near 
Dhowapukhttri. He is a Government servant as well as 

student. He attends his office in the Agriculture Depart- 
ment at Jorhat from his home. He deposes that on the 

18th he visited the residence of P.W. 57 in order to give 

him a ‘Khol’ (‘Mridanga’) In the drawing room of P,W. 57, 
he saw the Respendent, Loknath Bora and Suren Bora and 
saw the Respondent paying Rs. 1500 to Abani Sarma. 

He says that the Respondent asked Abani Sarma to spend 
a part of (he amount for the Club and its office bearers 
and distribute the balance amongst the villagers and work 
in such a way that he gets all the votes of the villagers 
cast in his fovour. The witness then says that when the 
transaction was going on in the drawing room, he went 
inside in order to hand over the ‘Khol 1 to P.W. 57. On 
return to the drawing room, he found that the respondent 
had already left, but he met Abani Sarma. who (old him 
that the Respondent had paid him Rs. 1500. The wit- 
ness then scolded Abani Sarma for accepting the money 
for votes. He further deposes that he went to the resi- 
dence of Ram Kumar Baruah and reported the matter to 
him. This evidence of P.W. 58 completely belies the Peti- 
tioner’s cast in the election petition that the amount was 
paid in presence of Ram Kumar Baruah. P.W. 58 appears 
to be intimate with the Petitioner whom he addresses as — 
“Dulal Da”, He says he gave the information to Binit Bora, 
who is an educated man of the village but Binit Bora has 
not been examined by the Petitioner, although Binit 
Bora was a disinterested person. He admits 
that Ranjit Sarma, son of P. W. 57, 
was his friend, even then he did not choose to tel! him about 
the above incident. He says in cross-examination that he re- 
ceived the summons from this Court as a witness two or three 
days before the date of the deposition but he does not know 
the date on which he was asked in the summons to appeal 
before this Court. He even did not persuc the summons to 
know the date for appearance in the Court. This conduct of 
his clearly shows that he has come, to depose in this Court 
at the call of the Petitioner. 

The Respondent has examined himself and R.W. 20 Shri 
Toknath Bora. Both of them have denied to have visited 
Dhowapukhttri during the period of election. 


On a consideration of the facts and circumstances, it must 
be held that the allegation of corrupt practice has not beep 
established. Learned Counsel for the Petitioner at the time 
of argument has expressly admitted that there is no adequate ,l 
evidence to prove the allegation of the corrupt practice. In 
my opinion the allegation is concocted. 


(vii) T1MTIM1A VILLAGE 

In paragraph 16, the Petitioner alleges that on 7-3-77 the 
Respondent accompanied by Sada Baruah went to Timtimia 
village in Charaibahi Monza, met Thaneswar Saikia of the 
said village, paid him Rs. 1000 for arranging a feast to enter- 
lain the voters of the village so that they might vole for him 
(the Respondent). Accordingly a least was arranged on 
18-3-77 and the electors of the village were entertained. 

The Respondent has denied Ihe allegations of the Peti- 
tioner. 

The Petitioner has not adduced any evidence to prove the 
corrupt practice. The only evidence is that of the Petitioner 
himself who merely received ihe information. 

The allegation ol this corrupt practice is unestablished, 
(viii) HATIGARH 

The Petitioner has alleged in para 1 that on 17-3-77 the Res- 
pondent accompanied by Ccni Chandra Goswami Mani Seal 
and Koka Kurmi of Cinamara Tea Estate distributed money 
and wine among the workers of the Tea Estate, Pona 
Tanti saw the payment of the money and protested. An 
altercation took place between him and the Respondent. At 
this time Dineswar Tasa arrived at the spot and immediately 
thereafter the Respondent and his companions left the palcc. 

The Respondent in his written statement has denied the 
allegations as false and baseless. — The Respondent avers 
that there arc about 50 mauzas in the Parliamentary 
Constituency and the above instances of alleged bribery 
are confined to only two mauzas from where the 
Petitioner is the sitting ML. A- and that the Petitioner 
has fabricated the alleged instances of bribery with the ass- 
istance of his workers and supporters. 

In support of his allegations, the Petitioner has examined 
two witnesses, P.W. 11, Dineswar Tasa, and P.W. 38, Pona 
Tanti. 

P.W. 1 1 deposes Ihat on 17-3-77 at about 9 P.M. ha 
was in his shop playing 'chess' with one Mahendra Dtitta. 
At that time he heard some noise outside. A boy, Biswanath 
Root by name, came to him and told him that he was 
sent for by P. W. 38. He then left for the place. Arriv- 
ing at the place, he saw the Respondent with Ceni Chandra 
Goswnmi, Koka Kurmi and Mani Seal. P, W. 38 told him 
that 'these gcntlement’ meaning Ceni Goswami, Koka 
Kurmi and Mani Seal (R. W. 12) were distributing money 
and wine among the labourers in order to get votes. The 
witness then told the Respondent that it was not proper 
on the part of a man like him to distribute money and 
wine for votes. The Respondent then took leave of him 
with folded hands and left the place, He saw three jerry- 
cans and fwo bottles of wine nearby, P, W. 38 told him 
that the Respondent had offered him money and wine and 
that he threw back the money at the Respondent. The 
witness further says that the money was lying scattered on 
the ground and he picked it up, counted it and found 
Rs. 47. At the place he saw about 10 people all of 
whom were labourers of the garden. Ceni Goswami is a 
Mohurtic of the. CinHimira Tea Estate. Mani Seal (R.W. 
12) was a worker in the garden factory and Koka Kurmi 
was a tea garden labourer and Secretary of the Chah Mazdoor 
Sangha of the garden. 

In cross-examination P. W, 11 admits that he was a 
member of the Congress for two years from 1968 to 1969 
and (hat he joined the Janata Party after the election, on 
August 1. 1977, He has admitted that he issued a Press 
Statement making some allegations against Gunaram Tanti. 
brother of Gajcn Tanti, a Minister of Assam. He has also 
admitted that his name was considered as a candidate by 
the Janata Party in the last bye-clection to the Rajya Sabha. 
He docs not deny that he is now a permanent invitee to the 
Executive Committee of the Assam Janata Party. Admittedly 
in the election he was an active worker of the Janata Party 
and was in charge of the Jorhat Sub-Division part of the 
Constituency, and was particularly put in charge of the 
llatigarh Ten Estate on behalf of the Janata Party. He 
did not discuss with (he workers of the Janata Party as to 
what measure they should take against the distribution of 
;vmc and money in the tea gardens by the Congress Party, 
tic being an active worker of the Janata Party in the elec- 
tion and being in charge of the Jorhut Sub-Division Part 



872 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : MARCH 25, 1978/CHA1TRA 4, 1900 [Part H— Sec. 3(ii)l 


of the Constituency, particularly being in charge of the 
Hatigarh Division, he is a highly interested witness. The 
Respondent’s suggestion that he was deposing falsely alleg- 
ing corrupt practice in order to cover his deficiency as 
his candidate was defeated, cannot be ruled out, for, as 
admitted by the witness himself, he was playing ‘chess’ 
instead of doing electionwork for the Janata Party. 

P,W. 38, Ponn Tunti is a chande witness. He saw the 
occurrence, according to him, while he and Kanakesar 
were on their Vay from Matun Line. In cross-examination 
he has admitted that he has not informed anybody about 
the incident except the Petitioner. He saw police vehicle 
in the garden on the 18th evening, but he did not report 
the incident to the police. Admittedly he visited the Torhat 
Janata Party office and with P.W. 1 1 visited the residence 
of the Petitioner, whom he knows for about 10 or 12 years, 
ft appears that he is friendly with P.W. 11 Hnd under his 
influence, He is also an interested witness. 

The Respondent has examined himself and R. W. 12 
Maniratn Seal. The Respondent in his evidence has denied 
any visit to Hatigarh. R. W. 12 is, however, silent on 
the point. Learned counsel for the Petitioner submits that 
the silence of R. W. 12 means that he does not corro- 
borate the denial of the Respondent, Tn my opinion his 
silence is an accidental omission and is not fatal to the 
Respondent’s denial, nor does it lend support to the Petit- 
ioner's allegation of corrupt practices. 

The evidence of P.W.’s 11 and 38 cannot be accepted not 
only on the ground that they are partisan witnesses, are 
serious discrepancies but there between the Petitioner’s alle- 
gation in the election petition and his case during trial. 
Whereas in the election petition his allegation was that it 
was the Respondent who distributed money and wine to the 
workers: Ceni Goswami, Koka Kurmi and R, W. 12 merely 
accompanied him to Hatigarh; during trial his case is that 
the Respondent and his three companions distributed 
“money and wine”. P. W. 1 1 is not an eye witness. He 
was so told by P. W. 38. P. W. 11 was further told by 
P. W. 38 that the latter had been offered money and wino 
by the Respondent. P. W. 38 deposes that it was Ceni 
Goswami who asked him to take three jerrycans and two 
bottles of liquor. The allegation in the election petition 
is that “money and wine" were “distributed” “to the wor- 
kers”; during trial the evidence of F W. 38 (who i s the 
only eye witness) is that jerrycans and bottles of wine and 
money were offered to him. On account of these vital 
discrepancies 1 cannot place any reliance on the evidence 
of PW.’s 11 and 38. The Petitioner has failed to establish 
the allegation of the corrupt practice. 

(ix) KFNDUGURI (NEAR JORHAT) 

The allegation of the Petitioner in para 25 of the petition 
is that on 8-3-77 the Respondent along with Suren Boro, 
Headmaster of Bahnna Government Aided High School and 
Rupcswar Hazarika, Headmaster of Reba Kunta Baruah 
Gaon Panchavat, went to the residence of Indreswar Baruah 
High School and Golok Bora, President, Dakhln Chuirgaon 
of Kenduguri and offered him Rs. 300 for the purpose of 
inducing the voters of the area to cast their votes in his 
(Respondent’s) favour. But Shri Tndreswar Baruah declined 
to accept the same. 

The Respondent in his written statement has denied the 
allegation of Ihc corrupt practice. He avers that he visited 
ithc Kenduguri area once or twice during election but 
never visited the residence of Tndreswar Baruah, and offered 
money as alleged. 

The petitioner has not examined any witness in support 
of his allegation of the corrupt practice. The only evidence 
on the point is the evidence of the Petitioner who had no 
personal knowledge of the said incident. 

The allegation of the corrupt practice is not proved. 

(x) MAUTGAON 

The allegation of the Petitioiner in paragraph 26 of the 
petition is that the Respondent with Suren Bora and Lok- 
nath Bora (R. W. 20) visited Mautgaon on 27-2-77 in 
connection with his election campaign and met Anil Dutta 
and Dhanai Dutta. members of the Mautgaon Yuvak 
Sangba and paid them Rs. 300 in cash on the promise 
and understanding that the members of the Sangha would 


vote for him and also would induce the other voters of the 
village to cast their votes in favour of the Respondent. 
It is further alleged that the Respondent further promised 
that he would pay (hem Rs. 1000 more in cash and give 
them 22 jerseys, if the members of the Sangha voted for 
him mid induced the other voters of the village to cast 
their votes in his favour. 

The Respondent in his written statement has admitted 
that he visited Mautgaon on 27-2-77 for his election work, 
But he stoutly denies that he met Anil Dutta and Dhanai 
Dutta, aforesaid, and paid them Rs. 300 and furl her pro- 
mised to pay Rs, 1000 and give 22 jerseys to the members 
of the Yuvak Sangha. 

The Petitioner in support of his allegations has examined 
tvvo witnesses, P. W. 22-Dambartidhar Gogoi and P.W. 23- 
Dubai Dutta. 

P. W. 22, Dambarudhar Gogoi deposes that on 15th of 
Falgnn at about 3,00 or3. 30 P.M., the Respondent with Suren 
Bora and R. W. 20 visited (heir village by a car, and sent 
for Debcn Gogoi and Anil Dutta, who came to them. The 
three visitors and the two boys, aforesaid, entered the pre- 
mises of the office of the Sangha. Seeing them, the other 
boys who were playing football in the field nearby, also 
came and gathered there. He further says that Anil Dutta 
demanded money if the Respondent wanted the members 
of the Yuvak Sangha to work for him, The Respondent 
then paid him Rs. 300 and asked him to work for him 
and to try to secure the votes of the area in his favour. 
The witness further says that the Respondent further pro- 
mised that he would pay Rs. 1000 more and give them 
a football and 22 jerseys in case they worked for him. This 
witness has made a new allegation, namely, the promise 
by the Respondent to give a football to the members of 
the Yuvak Sangha, which is not the Petilioncr’s ease in the 
election petition, 

Tn cross-examination the witness says that most of the 
people of his village, and the members of the Yuvak Sangha 
supported the Congress. He further says that he himself 
was a supporter of the Congress but he is no longer its 
supporter since after the last election, “when I saw offering 
of money and commission of other corruptions by the 
Congress Party.” He admits that in the 1972 election 
also the said Yuvak Sangha worked for the Congress but 
be does not say that in 1972 also the members of the 
Yuvak Sangha were brided by the Congress. Tic says that 
lie did not work for the Petitioner in the election in ques- 
tion but his evidence is belief by the evidence of P.W.23 
who says, "P.W. 22 Dambarudhar Gogoi also helped Sri 
Dulal Baruah in the last Parliamentary Flection”. ‘This 
witness (P. W. 22) therefore is unreliable. While P. W. 22 
has deposed that the transaction of the payment of the 
amount of Rs, 300 took place in the premises of the Club 
House, P. W. 23 says that the Respondent, and his two 
companions along with P. W. 22 entered the Club House 
where the Respondent put the amount of Rs. 300 on the 
table. The witness says that he protested against the taking 
of the money by the boys on the spot in presence of 
Bhadiram Dutta, Dhanai Dutta, Bapuram Gogoi and Bhadi 
Dutta and said that he would report the matter to the Res- 
pondent for necessary action. He says that the above- 
mentioned persons also joined him in the protest. But 
Bhadram, Dhanai, Bapuram and Bhadi have not been exa- 
mined and the petitioner has not given reasons lor omitting to 
examine them. Tn cross-examination P. W, 23 says, “al- 
though we did not originally help Shri Dulal Bara ah in his 
election, after seeing corruptions in the last Parliamentary 
election we started helping Shri Dulal Baruah”, admitting 
that he was one of the zealous supporters of the Respon- 
dent. Tn the circumstances no reliance cun be placed on 
the evidence of this witness also. 

Tn view of the discrepancies in the evidence of P.W.s 22 
and 23, no reliance can be placed on them. 

The Respondent has examined himself and R.W. 20. 
I.oknath Bora in rebuttal. Both of them have admitted 
to have visited Mautgaon on February 27 and requested 
people in the village Namgbnr to cast their vores for Tarim 
Gogoi; but they have denied to have paid, or promised 
to pay, any money or to give jerries to them, on a consi- 
deration of the entire evidence, I hold that the Petitioner 
has failed to establish the allegation of corrupt practice 
by any cogent evidence. 
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13. The Petitioner has alleged that Shri Bijoy Handique, 
Elcetion Agent of the Respondent, committed corrupt prac- 
tices within the meaning of Section 123(1) of the Act at 
the two places named below. 

(i) CINAMARA : 

The Petitioner has alleged in para 27 of the petition that 
in the Cinamara Tea Estate on 17th and 18th of March, 
Shri Buoy Krishna Handique along with Ceni Goswami and 
Mani Seal (R, W. 12) distributed wine and money among 
the workers of the Tea Estate through Koka Kurmi, Fagnu 
Jatap and Bharat who are the residents of that the estate. 
He has further mentioned in the petition that Manglu Tanti 
Engnu Jalap, Prema Goswami, Jagadish Bora, Dr. Prabir 
Baruah, who are also the residents of the Tea Estate, saw 
the incident, It has been alleged that the distribution of 
wine and money was for the purpose of inducing the voters 
to cast their votes for the Respondent. 

The Respondent denies the commission of the corrupt 
practice as alleged by the Petitioner. He admits that Shri 
Bijoy Handique visited Cinamara Tea Estate but denied that 
he with Ceni Goswami and Mani Seal distributed money 
and wine among the workers of the Tea Estate as alleged by 
the Petitioner. 

\ 

In support of his allegations, the Petitioner has examined 
four witnesses, P.W. 53-Jagdish Bora, PAV. 54-Dr. Prabir 
Baruah, P.W. 5J-Prcma Goswami and P.W. 56, Fagnoo Jatap 
Jatap. 

P.W. 53 is admittedly a worker of the Janata Party. He 
is a resident of Choladhara, Jorhat. He says he is a voter 
of the Xoliabor II. P. Constituency-2. He voted and worked 
in that Constituency. The poll in that Constituency having 
taken place earlier, he proceeded to work in the Jorhat 
Constituency. He says that on the 17th March he went to 
the Jorhat Janata Party office at about 5.30 p.m. and there- 
from he proceeded to Chnemara Janata Party Election office. 
He doposes that he was talking with some workers in the 
Janata Party office at Cinemara Tea Estate in the evening 
when he saw an Ambassador car speedily pass by the side 
of their Party Office and stop near a ‘ghoomti’ at a small 
distance. Four or live persons .got down from the ear. He 
proceeded towards the car and saw Mani Seal (R.W. 12), 
Bijoy Handique and Ceni Goswami among them. The Con- 
gress office was near the ‘ghoomti’. He further deposed that 
the Congress office about 5 or 6 boys camo out towards 
R. W. 12 who told them (hat the poll was near at hand and 
that he had got ‘something’ for them. They were to work 
hard for these two days and got the votes polled in favour 
of the Congress. R.W. 12 them signalled the boys to bring 
out the “thing" from the car whereupon some bottles of 
liquor were brought out from the car and were given to the 
boys. He further told the boys that Bijoy Handique (R.W. 
6) was also with him and that they would visit the place 
again the next evening at the same time, and left the place. 
The witness then returned to the Janata Party office and 
reported the matter to P.W. 55 who wa s there and then 
left for home. Next evening also, he says, he visited the 
place in connection with his work when the same Ambassador 
car visited the Congress office. About 100 labourers had 
already gathered there. He got himself in the midst of the 
group of the labourers. The occupants of the car came out 
Amongst them he recognised R.W. 12 and R.W. 6. R.W 12 
then handed over a jerrycan of liquor to the labourers present 
and asked them to cast their votes in favour of the Congress 
candidate. The labourers started drinking the liquor 'then 
and there. He then left the place and returned to the 
Janata Party office where he reported the matter to the 
other workers of the Party, 

Thiswitness appears to be an active and zealous worker 
the „ aDntn Part y ar ! d ls h >g hl .y interested. Although after 
the poll in the Kaliabor Parliamentary Constituency, he 
came to the Jorhat Constituency and was detailed to Cina- 
mara for work, except by chance witnessing the above alle- 
ged incident he appears to ljave done nothing at all for the 
Janata Party. He inspires no confidence. He appears to be 
a concocted witness. 

P.W. 54, Dr, Prabir Baruah is a private medical practiti- 
oner and resident of Cinamara Tea Estate, He deposes that 
on the 17th March at about 7 p.m. near Bharat Jatsp’s ‘pan 
shop he saw RW.’s 6 and 12 standing and talking about 
election. R.W. 1„ was telling R.W. 6 that the people were 
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demanding money for votes. R.W. 6 then brought out a bundle 
of currency notes from his bag and handed it over to R.W. 
12, telling him to distribute the money among the people, 
particularly emphasizing that more money should be paid 
to those voters who appeared to be hostile to the Congress. 
He has not said what amount was paid by R.W. 6 to R.W. 
12. After the incident, he says, he proceeded to the Janata 
Party office where he met P.W. 55 to whom he reported the 
above incident. 

He further deposed that hearing some noise outside, he 
came out of his residence on the 18th also went towards the 
Congress office and saw the same Ambassador car park at 
the same place as in the previous evening. Near the car he 
saw Ceni Goswami, Koka Kurmi and R.W’s b and 12. He 
further deposed that R.W. 6 and his companions were bring- 
ing out bottles of liquor trom the car and distributing them 
amongst the mazdoors who had gatehred there. After seeing 
the incident he went to the Janata Party Office and met 
P.W, 55 and reported the incident to him. He turthcr says 
that that very evening he went to the Jorhat Janata Party 
Office, searched for the Petitioner and Anil Baruah, Advo- 
cate but he did not find them there. He then went to his 
Jorhat home. On the 21st March, he met the Petitioner in 
the Jorhat Janata Party Election office and reported to him 
the incidents that had taken place on the 17th and 18th. 

In cross-examination he admits that he had his moral 
support for the Janata Party. But from his conduct that on 
both the occasions after seeing the alleged incidents, he im- 
mediately went to the Janata Party Office at Cinamara and 
reported them to P.W. 55, instead of immediately reported 
them to his neighbours — K. C. Mukherjee, Dr. H, K. Baruah, 
Tankeswar Dutta, N. K. Mahanta and Balin Sarma, who are 
admittedly leading persons, shows that he had not only his 
moral support to the Janata Party, but was its zealous sup- 
porter. He says he later on reported both the incidents to 
K. C. Mukherjee, S. K. Mahanta and Tankeswar Dutta. But 
they have not been examined by the Petitioner for reasons 
known to himself. The reason given by the witness for not 
informing the neighbours before he proceeded to the Janata 
Party office is that ho did not expect them at their residences 
as at that time they used to go to the Staff Club. He says 
that he visited the staff Club but nobody had arrived there 
and so he proceeded to the Janata Party office. This evidence 
of his is believed by P.W. 55, who says that the Janata Party 
office was located at the Staff Club itself. P.W. 54 does 
not appear to have respect for truth and as such no reliance 
can be placed on his evidence. 

P.W. 56, Fagnoo Jatap, says that he resented the distribu- 
tion of wine and money amongst the workers in order to 
get votes, so much so that he became angry and left the 
place and went to the residence of P.W. 55 and reported the 
incident to him. In cross-examination he says that he does 
not know who his M.L.A. is. He cast his votes in earlier 
elections also but he does not know who were the candidates 
in those elections also. He also does not know tne candi- 
dates in this election. He says that it was R.W. 12 who 
knew all these as he was then leader. This clearly shows 
that this witness has no personality of his own at all and 
could be easily handled not only by R.W. 12 but also by 
P. W. 55, after he and R. W. 12 fell out on 
account of his refusal to oblige R.W. 12 by voting for the 
Congress. P.W. 56 further says that he did not know for 
which Party P.W. 55 worked in the election in question. If 
that be so, there was no reason for him to go to the resi- 
dence of P.W. 55 on both the occasions and report to 
him the incidents of bribery by the Congress. He chose 
to report the incidents to R.W. 55 rather than reporting them 
to his neoghbours, Saikia Babu, Kartar Singh, Ceni Goswami 
Gopal Babu and Deb Babu or anybody else. In the circum- 
stances no reliance can be placed on the evidence of this 
witness either. 

P.W. 55-Prema Goswami is an Assistant Garden Mohurrir 
of Cinamara Tea Estate. During the election he was admit- 
tedly the Office Secretary of the Janata Party Election office 
at Cinarama Tea Estate. He is not an eye witness of the 
occurrence. He merely deposed that he received the In- 
formation from P.W.’s 54 and 56, He says that after recei- 
ving the informations he went to a nearby Marwari shop 
wherefrom he telphoned the Jorhat Janata Party Office and 
the residence of the Petitioner at Jorhat giving the informa- 
tion. No documents have been proved by the Petitioner to 
show that these two telephone calls were actually made by 
P.W. 55. In cross-examination he admits that his relation 
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with the labourers is fairly good and that he knows almost 
all the labourers and has control over them. He also admits 
that he met several members of the Staff. If the distribu- 
tion of wine and money as alleged by the Petitioner be true, 
there was no reasons as to why the neighbouring persons, 
Tankeswar Saikia, K, C. Mukherjee, Tankeswar Dutta, 
Bholanath Dutta, who were the members of the Staff, would 
not have known the incident, and if they knew then there was 
no reason as to why none of them has been examined by 
the Petitioner. 

The Respondent has examined himself his election agent 
(R.W. 6) and Mani Seal (R.W. 12). They have denied the 
Petitioner’s allegations. They have admitted that R.W. 6, 
Bijoy Handique visited Cinamara on March 17 at about 3 
p.m. and also on March 18 at about 9 p.m., but they deny 
the distribution of money and liquor among the garden 
workers. 

Learned Counsel for the Petitioner submits that the Res- 
pondent ought to havo examined Ceni Goswami and Koka 
Kurmi ; and as he has not, the evidence of the P.W.'s on 
the point remains unrebutted. But as I have disbelieved the 
evidence of the P.W.’s on the point, in my opinion it was 
not necessary for the Respondent to examine Ceni Goswami 
and Koka Kurmi. 

On a consideration of the entire evidence, I hold that the 
allegation of the corrupt practice has not been established. 

(ii) MOORMURTA TEA ESTATE 

The Petitioner in paragraph 28 of his petition has alleged 
that on 17th and 18th or March, Bijoy Handique along with 
Prof. Nirmal Goswami and Moni Seal distributed money and 
wine among the voters of Labour line No. 28 Known as 
Sawrabasti of the Moormuria Tea Estate through Jatilal 
Bhumij and Lomdhar Tanti of the said Tea Estate. He has 
further mentioned in the petition that Khandowa Bhumij, 
Rajat Dutta, Muhi Gegoi and Indra Bharali saw the incident. 
Of them, he has examined Rajat Dutta (P.W. 20) and Indra 
Bharali (P.W. 21) in support of the allegation. 

The Respondent in his written statement has denied the 
allegation of the corrupt practice and states that the entire 
allegation is “a fragment of imagination of the Petitioner", 

Both P.W.s 20 and 21 admittedly worked for the Janata 
Party in the election in the Moormuria Tea Estate. So they 
are interested witnesses, P.W. 21 further admits that he 
worked for the Petitioner in his 1972 Assembly Election 
also. He says that although he and the other workers were 
patrolling in the tea graden to prevent the distribution of 
liquor among the workers of the graden by the Congress 
Party, they did not take any steps to see that the labour 
voters did not cast their votes in favour of the Congress. 

The Respondent has examined R.W. 6, Shri B. K. Handi- 
que, who has denied the allegations. 

Shri Bhattacharjee submits that although Lamhodar 
Tanti and Jyotilai Bhumiz were cited as witnesses by the 
Respondent, they were not examined. It was P.W. 21 who 
deposed and not the Respondent's case, that at the time 
of the alleged distribution of liquor, Lamhodar Tanti. 
Jyotilai and Bahadur Tanti, amongst others were present. 
P.W. 21 has deposed that it was Lamhodar who distributed 
the bottles of liquor. If that be so, Lantbodar and Jyotilai 
ought to have been examined by the Petitioner to prove 
the allegation. The Petitioner has failed to discharge his 
initial burden of establishing the allegation. It was therefore 
not necessary for the Respondent to examine Lamhodar 
and Jyotilai. 

13-A. Submitting on the non-examination by the Respon- 
dent of Lambodar and Jyotilai, aforesaid, of Pnresh Dutta 
in connection with the Na Ali Dekiajui; incident, of Suren 
Bora and Nabin Bora in connection with the Baghmoria 
Patiagaon incident, and of Ceni Goswami and Koka Kurmi 
in connection with the Cinamara incident, learned Counsel 
for the Petitioner took strong reliance on the decision of 
the Supreme Court in Chena Reddy’s case reported in 
XT, E.L.R. 390. In that case the election petitioner proved 
that a dinner was hosted by the supporters of the Respon- 
dent. A letter of invitation had been issued by Adam Khan 
to a large number of persons to attend the dinner at the 
conclusion whereof a leaflect by way of an appeal to the 


Muslim electorates to cast, their votes in favour of the 
appellant (Chcnna Reddy) and against the first Respondent 
on the ground of religion, was distributed among the 
persons who were present. Speeches were also alleged to 
have been made by Adam Khan, amongst other, in con- 
travention of Section 123 of. the Act. The invitation 
letter was proved as Ext. A/85 and the leaflect was proved 
as Ext. A/86, which purported to have been issued under 
the signitures of Adam Khan and Lathif both of whom 
worked for the appellant in the election. No suggestion 
was even made that the leaflet was a forgery. Neither 
Adam Khan, nor Lathif Ali, was examined to show that 
although there was dinner party there were no speeches of 
the kind attributed to Adam Khan, nor was there any 
distribution of leaflects of which they were imputed to be 
the authors. Adam Khan, Lathif Ali, Mahaboob Ali and 
Ibrahim Pahilvan were cited as witnesses by the appellant. 

It was held on the basis of Exts. A/86 and A/87 as well 
as oral evidence, that the corrupt practice was established. 
To get out of it, the appellant had to adduce evidence in 
rebuttal by examining Adam Khan and Lathif. Their 
non-examination by the appellant was held to be fatal, as 
it left the Petitioner’s evidence in tact. 

Chcnna Reddy’s case has no application to the facts of 
the present case. 

I find, in connection with the incidents, inter alia, at 
Nam Jamuguri, Baghmoria Patiagaon, Cinamara as well 
as Moormuria that the Petitioner has failed to discharge 
his initial burden of establishing the allegations of corrupt 
practices ; As such no inference can be drawn against the 
Respondent from the non-examination of the above-named 
persons. 

14. In connection with the allegations of corrupt prac- 
tices against Bijoy Handique, Ext. P/2, which is a copy 
of the Petitioner’s petition to C.E.C. assumes significance, 
Whereas in Ext, P/2 the Petitioner has mentioned the 
names of Hitesar Saikia and Gajen Tanti as well as the 
Respondent as committing corrupt practices in the election, 
the name of Bijoy Handique has not been mentioned. 
The Petitioner has not explained the omission. The impli- 
cation of Bijoy Handique in corrupt practices mentioned 
above, therefore, appears to be an after-thought. 

15. The Petitioner has alleged that Shri D. K. Barooah, 
the then Congress President, committed, together with the 
Respondent, at the following places, corrupt practices 
within the meaning of Section 123(3A) of the Act. The 
allegations have been made in paras 18 and 19 of his 
petition. I shall now deal with them. 

(i) SUBRGAR BOARDING FIELD 

In paragraph 18 of the election petition, the Petitioner 
alleges that on 9-3-1977, a Congress election meeting was 
held in the Boarding Field in the Sibsagar Town. That 
meeting was addressed by Shri Dev Kanta Barooah, the 
then President of the Indian National Congress, and the 
Respondent. It has been alleged by the Petitioner that 
Shri D. K. Barooah said in the meeting that if the Janata 
Party was voted to power, it would establish a Hindu 
Raj and harass the Muslims of India as one of its consti- 
tuents, namely, the Jana Sangh, was an’i-Muslim and prea- 
ched Hindu commurtalism ; and he therefore, appealed 
to the Muslim voters to cast their votes in favour of the 
Congress candidate and Rgainst the Janata party candidate. 
It has further been alleged that the meeting, Shri Barooah 
further said that the Respondent belonged to the Abom 
community and the Brahmins and the other caste Hindus 
were trying to oust him. He, therefore, appealed to the 
voters of the Ahom community to vote for the Respondent 
on the ground of his community. It has been alleged that 
the speech of Shri Barooah was calculated to promote 
the feelings of enmity and hatred between different classes 
of the citizens of India on the ground of religion and 
community and for furthering the prospects of the election 
of the Respondent and for prejudicially affecting the elec- 
tion of the Petitioner. 

It has been further alleged that after Shri Barooah, the 
Respondent addressed the meeting and reiterated what had 
been said by Shri Barooah. 

The Respondent in his written statement has admitted 
that on 9-3-1977, a Congress election meeting was held in 
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the Boarding Field at Sibsagar and that Shri D. K. Barooah 
and the Respondent attended the meeting and that Shri 
Barooah addressed the meeting. The Respondent stoutly 
denies the speech attributed to Shri D. K. Barooah. The 
Respondent avers that Shri Barooah did not appeal either 
to the Muslims or to the Ahoms on the ground of religion 
to cast their votes in favour of the Congress candidate 
as alleged by the Petitioner. It has been stated by the 
Respondent that the Sibsagar town as well as Sibsagar 
(L.A.) Constituency is predominantly inhabited by the 
people of the majority community and any appeal to the 
minority communities on communal line would have 
tremendous adverse effect to the Respondent, particularly 
in a conscious place like Sibsagar. The Respondent avers 
that the purport of Shn Barooah’s speech was that since 
the days of Mahatma Gandhi, the Congress had always 
been having a secular approach to body politics in India 
and that all religious communities had been giveu equal 
rights and status. 


The Petitioner has examined two witnesses in support of 
his allegation ; they are P.W. 59, Shri Tarini Sarnia and 
P.W. 60, Shri Suresh Phukan. 


P.W. 59, Shri Tarini Sarnia is an Advocate of the 
Sibsagar Bar. He was the loint Secretary of the Ad-hoe 
committee of the Janata Party at Sibsagar, which func- 
tioned as the Election Committee for the Party during 
the election. He says that Shri D. K. Barooah first dwelt 
on the 20 Point Programme of the then Prime Minister, 
then he recalled what benefits the Muslims were getting 
under the Congress rule and thereafter he spoke about 
the Janata Party. Lastly, according to the witness. Barooah 
said that one of the constituents of the Janata Party was 
the Jana Sangh ; the R.S.S. was one of its wings ; if the 
Janata Party came to power, there would be Hindu Raj 
in India, and in that case the Muslims would lose the 
benefits they were getting under the Congress rule, as 
Jana Sangha was trying to establish Hindu Raj in Tndia. 
He further deposes that Barooah said that the Congress 
set up a young man of the Ahom Community as the 
Congress candidate. The Ahoms had past traditions in the 
District of Sibsagar and to preserve those traditions, parti- 
cularly the Ahoms should vote for the Respondent. 


The witness is a Ward Commissioner of the Sibsagar 
Municipality. He says in cross-examination that the total 
population of the Sibsagar town would be about 29,000 
of which Muslims would be about 20 per cent, Ahoms 
about 20 per cent, Tnbour about 10 per cent and the 
rest of different communities including caste Hindus. He 
has admitted that during the last 10 or 12 years all the 
Chairman of the Sibsagar Municipality had been cast. 
Hindus except for a short period of 2 years during which 
a Muslim became the Chairman. He admits that there had 
been no Ahom Chairman of the Sibsagar Municipality. He 
has also admitted that there is a tradition of communal 
harmony in the Sibsagar town. He says that Shri Amulya 
Baruah, another Advocate, submitted a written report of 
the speech of Shri D. K. Barooah to the Petitioner. Bat 
neither Shri Amulya Baruah has been examined by the 
Petitioner, nor the alleged report proved. Although accord- 
ing to him, Barooah delivered a communal speech and he 
(witness) was a Reporter of the Assam Tribune, he did 
not send any report of the speech to the Assam Tribune 
for publication. Some of the prominent persons who. 
according to the witness, attended the meeting, were Jarshed 
Ali, a Muslim and Munir Borgohai, an Ahom. who also 
was a Municipal Commissioner, but (hey have not been 
examined by the Petitioner. The witness says that Barooah 
in his speech did not mention the names of the constituted 
parties of the Janata Party, except Jana Sangha; while 
P.W. 60 says that Shri Barooah mentioned the names of the 
four constituents of the Janata Party as B.L.D., Jana Sangha, 
Congress (o) and Socialist. Although P.W. 59 is an Ad- 
vocate and a Press Reporter, he admbs that he does not 
remember the details of the speech of Barooah and *hat he 
has given only the gist of his speech in his evidence. He 
even does not remember whether Barooah used the word 
‘Muslim’ or 'minority’ in saying that they would not get the 
same benefits if the Janata Party come to power. 


In the contest of the gist of Barooah’s speech given by 
the witness, the written report of Barooah's speech prepared 
by Amulya Baruah assumes great importance. Amulya Baruah 
is an Advocate. The speech was recorded by him immediately 
after it was made. Non-examination of Amulya Barua and 
non-production of the report by the Petitioner create a great 
suspicion in the Petitioner’s allegation of the corrupt 
practice. 


P.W. 60 is a College teacher. He attributes the following 
speech to Shri Barooah; 

“The object of Jana Sangha was to establish Hindu Raj 
in India. If the Janata Party came to power, the 
Muslims would not be in a position to maintain 
their culture, traditions and dignity. It might &o 
happen that they might have to leave the country.' 


The witness says that Barooah, therefore, requested the 
Muslim community to cast their votes for the Congress 
Thereafter, he further deposes that Barooah introduced the 
Respondent to the audience as ‘a young man of the Ahom 
Community’, who had already established himself as the 
Joint Secretary of the A.T.C.C.; so the 19 lakhs of the Ahoms 
of Upper Assam should cast their votes for him as he was 
an Ahom. 


It is difficult to believe the story of introduction of the 
Respondent to the audience by Shri Barooah; for, the Res- 
pondent was the sitting M P. from the same constituency 
since 1971. This story appears to have been introduced f or 
the purpose of bringing ir. the description of the Respon- 
dent as an “Ahom young man” to give it a communal 
colour. 


P.W. 60 is admittedly is an Ahom. He is an educated 
man, a college teacher, but he says that ho does not know 
whether the third candidate, Jogen Gogoi, is an Ahom, while 
P.W. 2 has admitted that ‘Gogoi’ is an Ahom surname. 


P.W. 60 further says that after Shri D. K. Barooah, the 
Respondent simply endorsed the speech of Barooah. The 
witness says that he himself is an Ahom but he did not 
relish the speech of Shri Barooah as, according to him, it 
was a communal speech. He says that one Sirajudullah, a 
lecturer of the Sibsagar Commerce College was also present 
in the meeting and that Shri Sirajudullah also sharply re- 
acted to the communal speech of Shri Barooah and left 
the meeting. In the evening, he says, he visited the Janata 
Party Office where he found Amulya Barooah drafting a 
report of the speech of Shri D. K. Barooah to be submitted 
to the petitioner. As stated above, neither Shri Amulya 
Baruah has been examined as a witness, nor the report 
proved. 


P.W. 60 admits that before the aforesaid Congress Election 
meeting, a Janata Party election meeting had also been held 
at Sibsagar but he cannot give the date of the meeting al- 
though he himself admittedly attended the meeting whereas 
he gives the precise date of the Congress election meeting 
and the speeches delivered there. He admits that he had 
moral support to the Janata Party. Although he could not 
relish ‘communal’ speech of Shri D. K. Barooah, be did not 
report to any of the teachers of his College about the speech 
of Shri Barooah. 


The Respondent has examined himself, R.W. 21, Shri 
D. K. Barooah, R.W. 18 Shri Gajen Tanti and R.W. 19 
Shri Miteswar Saikia, The have denied the allegation of 
corrupt practice. They admit the holding of the Congress 
election meeting. R.W, 21 deposes that he alone addressed 
the meeting and that the Respondent did not address it. 
R.W. 21 deposes he addressed the meeting, dwelling on the 
principles of democracy, socialism and secularism Tncraincd 
in the Congress manifesto. He denies that he appealed to 
the audience in the name of Muslim or Ahom communalism. 
His evidence is corroborated by the evidence of R.Ws. 18 
and 19, as well as R.W. 5. 
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R.W. 21 has been cross-examined at length to show that 
he Is not worthy of credit as he is capable of making utter- 
ances like, “Indira is India and India is Indira , and the 
High Court is a third chamber of corruption’’. Be that as 
it may, he is highly interested in denying the allegations of 
the petitioner. But that does not detract from the legal 
position that the petitioner has to prove prima facie 
the allegation of the corrupt practice by credible 
evidence. As observed above, Shri Amulya Baruah, who pre- 
pared a record of the speech of Shri Barooah, has not 
been examined; the record of the speech has not been prov- 
ed; prof. Sirajudullah and Jarshed All, two disinterested 
Muslims, and Munin Borgohnin, a disinterested Municipal 
Ward Comissioncr of the Ahom Community, have not been 
examined by the petitioner, for reasons known to him. That 
apart, in a conscious town like Sibsagar, where the Muslims 
and Ahoms form small minorities and where all the com ■ 
munities have been living in absolute communal harmony, 
it is difficult to believe that the mixed audience would be 
appealed to vote in the name of Muslim and Ahom com- 
munalism. 

In my opinion th Petitioner has failed to establish the 
allegation of the corrupt practice against Shri D. K. Barooah 
or the Respondent. 

(ii) KENDUGURI (NEAR JORHAT) 

In paragraph 19 the petitioner has alleged that on 9-3-77 
another Congress election meeting was held at Kenduguri 
(near Jorhat) which was addressed by Shri P. K. Barooah. 
Shri Bijoy Handique and the Respondent. It is alleged that 
the Shrimanta Shankar Mela was in session that dav at 
Kenduguri. Thousands of people were present in the meeting. 
In the said meeting Shri D. K. Barooah spoke about the 
creation of Hindu Raj by the Janata Party if voted to power. 
The Respondent endorsed the speech of Shri D K. Barooah. 
The petitioner alleges that the speeches of Shri Barooah and 
the Respondent were calculated to promote the feelings of 
enmity and hatred between different classes of citizens of 
India on the ground of religion and were calculated to fur- 
ther the prospects of the election of the Respondent. 

The Respondent in his written statement admits that a 
Congress election meeting at Kenduguri was addressed by 
Shri D. K. Barooah and that the Respondent also attended 
that meeting. He has also admitted that a large number of 
people were present in the meeting, but he has denied that 
the Shrimanta Shankarnagar Mela was in session on that 
day. He avers that the Mela had been over a few days 
earlier. The Respondent also has denied that Shri D. K. 
Barooah addressed the gathering in the name of religion. 
He avers that Shri Barooah spoke in the meeting about the 
policies and programmes of the Congress. He further avers 
that Kenduguri and the neighbouring ureas were predomi 
nantly inhabited by the people of the majority community 
and the meeting also consisted mainly of the people of 
the majority community, and, as such, the speech, which has 
been attributed to Shri D. K. Barooah, would have termen- 
dous adverse effect to the Respondent himself. 

The Petitioner has examined two witnesses in support of 
his allegations; they are — P.W. 29, Kartik Sarma and P.W. 30, 
Jitcndra Saikia. 

P.W. 29, Kartik Sarma says that he is a P r ess Reporter 
attached to the Janambhumi, an Assamese Daily published 
from Jorhat, and to some other papers. Ho says that he 
attended the Congress Election meeting at Kenduguri and 
that people of all communities attended the Congress Elec- 
tion meeting. He attributes the following speech to Shri 
Barooah— 


He says that next day he went to the Jorhat Janata Party 
Office, discussed about the speeches delivered at »hc meeting 
and reported them to one Bangshi Saikia, who was in the 
office. He also reported the matter to the petitioner. 

He admits in cross-examination that from 1959 to 1968 
he wus an Inspector in the L.I.C., and there was a charge 
against him for temporary misappropriation of I..1.C. money 
and ultimately he was discharged from service. Although 
admittedly he was a Reporter of the Janambhumi, he did not 
send any news about the clleged speeches of Shri D. K. 
HaroDuh and the Respondent in the aforesaid Congress 
Flection meeting to his paper, nor did he send anv news 
about the Shrimanta Shankar Mela itself, although admittedly 
it wus an important mela attended by a large number of 
people including delegates from all over Assam. His ex- 
planation for not sending the report is that the Janambhumi 
sent its Staff Reporter, one Shri Pratap Hazarika, to cover 
the proceedings of the Shrimanta Shankar Mela and the 
Congress Election meeting. He even says that the news 
was published in the Janambhumi but the publication has 
not been proved in the case. The witness says that he gave 
the information to Banghi Saikia who took it down on a 
piece of paper. According to the Petitioner it was a 
“verbatim” report. Bangshi Saikia is an office bearer of the 
Janata Party. He has not been examined in the case, nor 
the said verbatim report in writing has been proved by the 
petitioner. 

P.W. 30 and P.W. 29 were admittedly members of the 
Congress till 14-3-77. Both of them resigned from tho 
Congress on the same date, namely, 14-3-77. Both of them 
reported the speech of Shri D. K. Barooah to the Janata 
Party and the Petitioner when they were yet members of 
the Congress. In my opinion this conduct of theirs renders 
themselves unfit for reliance, for having betrayed the Con- 
gress, they are in my opinion, trying to endear themselves 
to the Janata Party by deposing for their candidate. 

In the Congress Election meeting, according to P.W, to. 
several leading Muslims such as Rohimuddin, Piar Mohammad, 
Mazibur Rahman, Azifa Begum, Hadi, Fazal and Nurjahan 
Begum, and respectable non-Muslims such as Smt. Soroj 
Bordoloi and Durgeswar Bora attended the meeting. None 
of them ba.s been examined by the petitioner, nor has he 
offered any explanation for their non-examination. P.W. 30 
admits that occasionally he visited the Janata Party office 
before and after the election particularly to read news papers 
there. He further says that he advised the Janata Party 
workers to take measures to counteract the speech of Shri 
D. K. Barooah. This shows bis zeal for the Janata Parly 
nnd its candidate. He does not appear to be worthy of 
credit, 

In rebuttal, the Respondent has examined himself, RW 18 
Gajen Tanti and R.W. 2, D. K. Barooah. They have denied 
the allegations of the corrupt practice. R.W] 21 deposed 
that he addressed a Congrcs election meeting at Kenduguri 
on the 9th March but he says that the tenor of his speech 
at Kenduguri was the same as in the meeting In the Sibsagar 
Boarding field. He is corroborated by R. Ws 5 and 18 I 
have already observed on the evidence of R W. 21 in con- 
nection with bis speech at Sibsagar, and the same observa- 
tion applies here too. 


On a consideration of the evidence on record, I must ho'd 
that the Petitioner has failed to prove the --oniipt practice 
by credible evidence, against Shri D. K. Barooah The 
commission of corrupt practice by the Respondent by endors- 
ing the speech of Barooah does not arise. 


“The Janata Party is a combination of four parties: 
Congress (O) B.L.D., Socialist party and the Jana 
Sangha, Amongst them the Jana Sangha is the 
most influential party whose aim is to establish 
Hindu Raj in India. If the Janata Party comes to 
power, it will establish a Hindu Raj in India. In 
that case except the Hindus, other communities will 
have no security in the country. 

'So long the Congress has been giving safeguards to 
the interest of the minority communities; if the 
Janata Party comes to power there would he none 
to safeguard the different religious communities 
other than the Hindus.” 


16. In connection with the allegations of corrupt practices 
alleged to have been committed by Shri D. K. Barooah the 
circumstances thar his name has not been mentioned in Ext 
1/2 a s one of the persons committing corrupt practices in 
the flection, although the names of Hiteswar Saikia and 
tiajen Tanti as well as the Respondent have been mentioned, 
also cannot be lost sight of. The implication of Shri D k’ 
be T ft l' he “ mn,lssion of corrupt practices appears to 


1/. In pnra 20 of (he petition, the petitioner has alleged 
commission of corrupt practices within the meaning of 
Section 123(3A) of the Act by Syed Abdul Malik, M.P. nnd 
the Respondent [it the following places. 
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(i) HATIKOSH MOSQUE 

In para 20 of the petition the petitioner has alleged that a 
meeting was held in the Mosque nt Hatikosh, a village in 
the outskirt of the Sibsagar town. The meeting was addressed 
by the Respondent and Shri Syed Abdul Malik. M.P. It has 
been alleged that they said in their speeches that the Jana 
Sangha was a very important constituent of the Janata Party. 
The Jana Sangha was anti-Muslim and preached Hindu Com- 
niurmlism. It would create a Hindu Raj if voted to power 
in which case the Muslims in India would have no place. Both 
the speakers requested the Muslims not to vote for the Janata 
Party candidate but to vote for the Congress candidate. 

The Respondent in his written statement has stated that he 
never visited Hatikosh village or addressed any meeting in 
the Mosque there. He also has denied that Syed Abdul 
Malik addressed such a meeting, 

In support of his allegation, the petitioner has exa- 
mined only one witness, namely, P.W. 26, Rose Ahmed, 
while the Respondent has examined himself and Syed Abdul 
Malik (R.W. 14), The Respondent has deposed that he 
did not visit Hatikosh on March 10 hut lhat he alone had 
visited the village on March 2 and not with R.W. 14. R.W. 
14 has deposed that he never visited Hatikosh at all. 

P.W. 26 admits that during the election, the Janata Party 
Election Office was located at his residence and lhat he was 
the President of the Janata Party Election Committee at Hati- 
kosh. He says while he was proceeding from the Janata Party 
Office in the Sibsagar town to his home, he by chance saw 
a gathering of 30 or 35 people in the premises of the Mosque 
and joined it. He further says lhat the. Respondent and Malik 
addressed the gathering. Next day the Petitioner and Prof. 
Daliriir Rahman visited the Janata Party office at his residence 
When he reported to them about the speeches made by tho 
Respondent and Malik at the Mosque. According to him the 
Petitioner recorded the information given by him. 

Admittedly he, bcinp the President of the Petitioner's elec- 
tion committee at Hatikosh, is a highly interested witness. Ht- 
admits that Prof. Dalirur Rahman was not a member of 
the Janata Party, but he has not been examined by the Pcti 
tioner and no reason has been given by the Petitioner for not 
examining this disinterested witness. Nor any of the People 
of the village has been examined by the Petitioner. In the 
circumstances no reliance cau be placed on the testimony of 
this interested witness. 

The charge of corrupt practice hus not been established. 

In paragraph 21 of the petition the petitioner has alleged 
commission of corrupt practices at three different places 
namely, at Balibat and Tarajan Mosques in the Jorhat town 
and at the Kakajan Idgah Field. Tt has been alleged that 
in all these places, the election meetings were held on Ihe 
same day, namely, J 0-3-77 and they were addressed by the 
Respondent and Syed Abdul Malik. The Petitioner has 
alleged that the burden of the speeches of Malik and (he 
Respondent, in these meetings was the same as in the Hatikosh 
Mosque. 

The Respondent in his written statement has denied that 
any meetings in the aforesaid places were addressed by him 
and Malik. He avers that on 10-3-77 he was electioneering 
in the Sonari area and did not visit Balibat, Tarajan or Kakajan. 
He says that he addressed it meeting nt Kakajan, not on the 
10th of March, but on different date. In that meeting he 
spoke on the policy and programme of the Congress Party. 


(iii) KAKAJAN IDGAH FIELD 

To establish the alleged corrupt practice committed at Kaka- 
jan, the petitioner has examined P.W. 7, Kulubuddin and 
P.W. 8, Ahmed Ali. 

P.W. 7 admits in cross-examination that there is an Idgah 
Committee at Kakajan and one Sahabuddin is its President and 
one Azizttr Rahman is its Secretary, None of them has been 
examined by the Petitioner, at least to show that the Congress 
Election meeting was held in the Jdgah Field. He further 
admits that sonic leading persons of the village such as 
Sirajuddin, Lulfur Rahman, Piar Mohammad, Azizttr Rahman, 
Nurul Hussain Tafazul Hussain, Tnbaraf Hussain and the 
two Tmams of the village, Dcrub Ali and Paharu Hussain, were 
present in the meeting but none of them has been examined 
in this ease. Admittedly P.W| 7 and P.W. 8 were workers 
of the Janata Party, and are therefore Partisan witnesses. 
1\W. 7 admits that the lanala Parly Election meeting was 
also held at Kakajan hut he cannot give the date of the 
meeting while he has given a precise date of the Congress 
Election meeting alleged to have been held at Kakajan, 

P.W. 8 says that a Janata Party meeting in the Kakajan 
High School Field was addressed by the Petitioner and Shri 
Debe.swar Sarnia of Jorhat but be docs not remember the 
speeches of the Petitioner and Shri Sarma while he gives the 
summary of the speeches of Malik and the Respondent. 

For the above reasons, l am unable lo accept the evidence 
of P.Ws. 7 and 8, who are interested particularly when there 
were disinterested witnesses like Sirajuddin, I.utfur . Rahman. 
Piar Mohammed, Azizttr Rahman Nurul Hussain, Tafazzal 
Hussain, Tnbaraf Hussain and the two village Imams but 
not examined. 

The Respondent has examined himself and Syed Abdul 
Malik (R.W. 14). The former says that he addressed one 
meeting in Kakajan in the last part of February but not 
with R.W. 14. P.W. 14 says he addressed one meeting at 
Kakajan but not in the Idgah Field and lhat he did not attend 
any election meeting with the Respondent. 

On a consideration of the evidence on record I hold that 
the Petitioner has failed to establish the corrupt practice by 
any cogent evidence, 

(iv) TARAIAN MOSQUE 

On the alleged corrupt practice committed at Tarajan 
Mosque, the Petitioner has examined P.W. 14, Rose Ahmed 
alius Lutfur Rahman, nforesaid and P.W. 15, Md. Saleh, while 
the Respondent has examined himself and R.W. 14 in rebuttal. 
Both of them have denied to have addressed any meeting in 
the Tarajan Mosque. 

P.W. 14 was admittedly a worker of the Janata Party in the 
Election. He was a chance witness. He says that while 
he was passing by the road he saw a gathering in Ihe Mosque 
premises and joined it, and heard the speeches of Abdul 
Malik and the Respondent. While P.W, 14 says that Malik 
said that the Janata Party consisted of four units, P.W. 15 
says that Malik mentioned the name of one constilutcnt only, 
namely, Jana Sangha. After the meeting was over, P.W. 
14 says, he went to the Janata Parly office at Jorhat and 
reported the matter. This shows his zeal for and interest in 
the Janata Party, He admits lhat. some of the 'ending persons 
of the locality such as Dr. Imran, Md, Musa. Nckibur Zantan 
and the Imam of the Mosque. Syed Atnnnullnh, were present 
in the gathering at the Mosque. The said gentlemen admittedly 
did not belong to any political party, but none of these res- 
pectable persons has been examined by the Petitioner. 


(il) BALIBAT MOSQUE 

P.W. 14, Rose Ahmed alias Lulfur Rahman, is ihe only wit- 
ness who has deposed on this alleged incident. The tenor of 
evidence of P.W. 14 is ihe same as that of P W. 26 on Ihe 
Hatikosh incident. The Respondent (R.W. 5) and Syed Abdul 
Malik (R.W. 14) have denied the speeches attributed to them. 

P.W. 14, admits that prominent people present in the Balibat 
meeting were Mubibul Hoque, Tamjidur Rchman, Abu Harei 
and others all of whom were non-party men. The petitioner 
has failed to examine any of them. So no lelinnce can he 
placed on this interested witness. It must, therefore, be held 
that the allegation of the corrupt practice has not been 
established. 


Although P.W. 14 narrates the alleged speeches of the 
Respondent and Malik, he has not been able to give even 
the gist of the speech of as eminent of a leader as Acharyu 
J. B. Kripalani, who addressed an Election meeting at Jorhat, 
although he admittedly heard the speech: nor has he been 
able to give the date of the meeting addressed by Shri 
Kripalani, 

P.W. 15 says that after bearing the speeches of the Respon- 
dent and Shri Malik, he went to the Janata Parlv Office and 
reported the speeches to one Parama Dultn, who was in the 
Janata Parly Office. This shows that he is interested in the 
Janata Party. P.W. 14 says (hat P.W, 15 was a supporter 
of the Janata Party, Tn the circumstances, it is difficult to 
place any reliance on (he evidence of these partisan witnesses 
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(P.W. 14 and 15) particularly when, disinterested leading per- 
sons like Dr. Imran, Md, Musa, Nekibur Znman and Syed 
Amanilllah, the Imam of the Mosque, who were admittedly 
present in the meeting, have not been examined by the 
Petitioner. 

18. With regal'd to the charges of corrupt practice made 
against Malik, Ext. P/2 cannot be lost sight of, Malik's name 
has not been mentioned as one of the persons “indulging 
in casteism and commnnalism" or committing corrupt practice 
of any other kind. This commission detracts from the charges 
of corrupt practice against Malik, and the implication of Malik 
in the commission of corrupt practice appears to be an after- 
thought. It must therefore be held that the Petitioner has 
failed to prove the allegation of the corrupt practice by reli- 
able evidence. 

19. The petitioner has alleged commission by the Respondent 
and Golok Bora of corrupt practices within the meaning of 
Section 123(3) of the Act in pragraphs 22, 23, 24 and 30 
at the places mentioned below. 

(i) KUTUHABER1A 


Tn paragraph 22, the Petitioner has alleged that on 7-3-77 
a Congress Election meeting was held near the Namghar in 
Kutuhaberia village. Most of the inhabitants of the village 
are of the Sootea Community which is regarded as O.B.C. 
(other Backward Classes). That meeting was addressed by 
the Respondent and Shri Golok Borah. Golok Borah is 
the Chairman of the All Assam Sootea Sanmelan and Presi- 
dent of the Dakhin Charigaon Gaon Panchayal. It has been 
alleged that Shri Borah in his speech said that the Respondent 
belonged to the Abom community and so he requested the 
voters of the Sootea Community to cast their votes for 
the Respondent who belonged to the Ahom Community and 
asked the voters not to cast their votes for the petitioner 
who was a caste Hindu. It has further been alleged that 
the Respondent also addressed the meeting in the same vein. 

The Respondent in his written statement has denied the 
Petitioner’s allegation. He avers that he did not at all visit 
Kutuhaberia during the election and as such the question 
of his speech in the above alleged mecling docs not arise. He 
also denies the abovementioned alleged speech attributed to 
Golok Borah. The Respondent further avers that (he ques- 
tion of appealing to the voters on the grounds of Ahom com- 
munalism was not possible as there was a third candidate, 
Shri Jogen Gogoi, of the C.P.C, who also was nn Ahom. 

The Petitioner did not examine any witness to establish (he 
corrupt practice alleged to have been committed at Kutuha- 
beria. The only evidence on the point is the evidence of 
which is merely hearsay. As such it must be held that the 
allegation of this corrupt practice has not been established. 

(ii) DAKHIN BAHATGAON 


In paragraph 23 it is alleged that on 7-3-77 an election 
meeting was held at Dakhin Bahatgaon, and it was addressed 
by the Respondent and Shri Golok Borah. The burden of 
their speeches in this meeting is alleged to have been (he 
same as in the meeting of Kutuhaberia. 


The Respondent in his written statement has denied the 
allegation that he or Golok Borah addressed any Congress 
Election meeting at Dakhin Bahatgaon on 7-3-77. He says 
that no Congress Election meeting was at all held cilher 
on 9th March or any other day in (he said village. 


In support of Ins allegation the Petitioner has examined 
P.W. 24, Bhuban Dutta and P.W. 25, Guna Baruah, both of 
whom support the Petitioner’s allegation; while the Respondent 
has examined himself and R.W. 8. Golok Borah, both of whom 
have denied the allegation. R.W. 8 has said that he has 
not even seen the village. 


l.Ws. 24 and 25 appear io he chance witnesses of the 
said alleged meeting. They say that they attended the meeting 
on their way to Sandikai village. They admittedly worked 
a w the election and are interested witnesses. 

1 ru 25 n a £™ lts lh:lt a]lhol, Sb he and P.W. 24 were workers 
of the Petitioner, thev did not take any steps to counteract 
he propaganda of the Congress party. While (he name of 
of n w of nlen,]0ncd :is , a Alness in (he petition, the name 
,T: W ; 25 W11S not mentioned. In (he circumstances I do 
not find reason to prefer their evidence to lhat of the Res- 
pondent and R.W. 8. 


In the result, I hold that the allegation has not been estab- 
lished by the petitioner by any cogent evidence. 

20. According to the Petitioner the Respondent and his 
election agent, Bijoy Handique, committed corrupt practice 
within the meaning of section 123(3) of the Act as Nam 
Jamuguri. 

(iii) NAM JAMUGURI 

In paragraph 24 of the petitioner, the petitioner has alleged 
lhat on 8-3-77 a Congress Election meeting was held in village 
Nam-Jamuguri. The inhabitants of the said village are of 
the Saodang Community which is treated as O.B.C. That meet- 
ing was addressed by the Respondent and Shri Bijoy Handique. 
The two speakers, according to the Petitioner, said lhat the 
Respondent belonged to the Ahom Community and as such 
the Saodang voters should vote for the Respondent as he 
belonged to the Ahom community. 

The Respondent is his written statement has denied the alle- 
gation that he and his Election Agent addressed the above 
alleged meeting. He avers that they did not attend or address 
any meeting at Nam Jamuguri during the election. 

The petitioner has examined P W. 2, Shrimati Kashiramai 
Saikia, and P.W. 3, Rupram Saodang, Barua, while the respond- 
ent has examined himself and R.W. ft. Shri B. K. Handique, 
and R.W. Sada Baruah. They had denied the allegation. R.W. 
9, has deposed that he visited Nam Jamuguri for election work 
but has denied to have visited the village with R.W. 5. 

P.W. 2 appears to be thick and thin with and under an 
obligation to, the Petitioner. Admittedly she learnt dancing 
from the Petitioner; she is a reputed dancer and demonstrated 
her dances in many places Including Delhi. The Petitioner 
accompanied her to Delhi She says that a Janata Party elec- 
tion meeting was held in her village and that she attended that 
meeting but she is tin able even to tell the names of the 
speakers of that meeting altough she gives the gist of the 
speeches allegedly made bv the Respondent Bijoy Handique 
at Nam Jamuguri. In the circumstances it is difficult to place 
reliance on her evidence. 

P.W. 3 is a resident of No. 2 Saodang Goan. Although 
the name of P.W. 2 was mentioned in the petition, the name 
of P.W. 3 did not find place in it. Admittedly he worked 
for the petitionei In the two elections to the Assam Legislative 
Assembly. He is therefore an interested witness and so better 
than P.W. 2. 

R Ws. 5, 6 and 9 are also interested witnesses. In cross- 
examination by the Petitioner, R.W. 9 has admitted that Magl- 
ram Saikia, Dina Gogoi, Kanthi Gogoi and Naram Gogoi arc 
leading men of village Nam Jamuguri. They appear to be 
disinterested persons. The Petitioner has not explained as to 
why he did not examine them. In the circumstances it is 
difficult to place reliance on the evidence of the interested 
witnesses, particularly when Bijoy Handique’s name does not 
appear in Ex. P 12. The Petitioner has failed to prove the 
corrupt practice by cogent evidence. 

21. CYCOTTA AND KATANIBARI 

Tn para 36 of the petition, the petitioner has alleged that 
in the morning of 19th March, 1977, Shri Gnjcn Tanti, 
Minister, Assam, went to Cycotta T.E. and “ihreatened the 
voters of the said Tea Estate who assembeld near the polling 
centre that if the voters would not vote for the Congress 
candidate they would lose their job s in the garden and that 
their provident fund accumulations would be forefeiteci". 

In the same paragraph the Petitioner has also alleged that 
the same morning Shri Tanti went to Katanibari Tea Estate, 
(a division of the Cycotta Tea Estate) and asked the voters 
who assembled near the polling centre, asking them to cast 
their votes for the Congress, failing which they were threatened, 
they would lose their fobs and their provident fund moneys, 

The Respondent in his written statement has denied the 
allegations of the two corrupt practices at Cycotta and Katani- 
ban. It has been stated that Shri Tanti did not visit the 
Cycotta Tea Estate. With regard to the alleged incident at 
Katanibari, the Respondent has alleged that on' the I9lh while 
passing thi ough Katanibari, Shri Tanti saw some workers of 
the Janata Party including Shri Beria of Beria Rice Mill and 
one Jogan raising slogans and canvassing the voters within 
the prohibited area of the polling centre and ns such he drew 
the attention of_ the Presiding Officer of the Polling Centre 
and requested him to take necessary action. 
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To prove the alleged incident at Katanibari, the Petitioner 
did not adduce any evidence. As such the allegation of the 
corrupt practice at Katanibari remains unproved. 


Seeing the people, he joined them and herd the address of 
Hiteswar Saikia to whom he attributes a speech in the follow- 
ing terms — 


To establish the allegation of the corrupt practice alleged 
to have been committed at Sycotta, the petitioner has examined 
three witnesses : P.W. 4 — Putul Sarma, P.W. 5 Sarifur Rahman 
and R.W. 6 — -Kandru Nayak. 


“For all these years you have been voting for the Congress. 
This time also you should vote for the Congress. If 
you do so, I will make your Club House pucca 
and give you a radio set," 


P.W. 4 is a labourer of the Sycotta Tea Estate and was ad- 
mitedly a worker of the Janata Party and as such is a par- 
tisan witness P.W. 5 Sarifur Rahman says that he went to 
the Janata Party office at Mariani and reported the matter 
to Jogen Gohain in the Janata Party office along with P.W. 4 
and P.W. 6 as asked by them. This shows that be was at 
the back and call of P.Ws. 4 and 6 and ns such his evidence 
is not worth reliance. 

P.W, 6, Kandru Nayak, says that he heard the speech 
of Gajen Tanti at about 8 or 8.30 A.M, when be went to 
cast his vote in the booth. Admittedly he is a member of 
the Janata Party and, is, therefore, interested. 


The Respondent has examined R.W, 28, Gajen Tanti. Shri 
Gajen Tanti deposes that in the election he did not work in 
the Jorhat Constituency at all as he worked for Haren Rhumij, 
the Congress candidate, in the Dibrugarh constituency. 

In this connection Ext. P/2 has to be referred to. As stated 
earlier, the name of Gajen Tanti has been mentioned in Ext. 
P/2 Para 3 of Ext. P/2, which is relevant may be reproduced : 

“3, The two State Ministers viz. Shri Hiteswar Saikia 
and Shri Gajen Tanti personally took part in liberal 
distribution of liquor and money as ‘election gift’ to 
woo voters." 

The allegation in para 3, if true, may constitute a corrupt 
practice under Section 123(1) of the Act. There is no allega- 
tion in Ex. P/2 against Gajen Tanti of any corrupt practice 
under Section 123(2) of the Act, now alleged in the, election 
petition. The allegation in the election petition appears to be 
concocted. 

22. The petitioner has alleged against Shri Hiteswar Saikia 
three corrupt practices within the meaning of Section 123(1) of 
the Act in paras 29(a), 29(b) and 29(c) of the petition, at 
Mackeypore, Lakwa and Geleki, respectively. 

(i) MACKEYPORE 

In para 29(a) of the petition, the Petitioner has alleged that 
on 17-3-77 Shri Hiteswar Saikia addressed in the Mackeypore 
Tea Estate an election meeting attended by a large number of 
workers of the said Tea Estate. In the Tea Estate the labour- 
ers had a thatched club house Tt ha s been alleged that in 
that meeting Shri Saikia promised to make their club house 
pucca and give the youths a radio set, if the voters of the tea 
garden voted for the Congress. The Petitioner has further 
alleged that on Abdul Kadcr, Secretary of the Gar All Gohain 
Gaon village Defence Party (V.D.P.j and Jagor Rajor, Secre- 
tary of the Mackeypore V.D.P. who were present in the meet- 
ing, also requested the voters to cast their votes for the 
Congress as the Minister had promised to make their Club 
House pucca and to give them a radio set. It has further 
been alleged that in the meeting Binod Rajput, Sujnn Nayak, 
Arun Kar (P.W. 42), Hanif Dafadar (P.W. 40), Jaban Laik, 
Sankar Goala (P.W. 41), Jilkad Hussain and Rajen Goswami 
of Mackeypore T.E, were present. 

The Respondent in his written statement has denied the 
allegation of the corrupt practice and avers that Hiteswar 
Saikia did not address any meeting at all in Mackeypore. T.E. 
during the Election. 


The Petitioner in support of his allegation has examined 
P.Ws. 40, — Hanif Dafadar, P.W. 41,— Sankar Goala, and P.W, 
42,— Arun Kar. P.W. 40 admittedly worked for the Janata 
Party in the election. He says that on the 17th March at 
about 8 P.M, he visited the Janata Party office after his meal. 
On his way in the Chariali of the garden, he saw a white 
Ambassador car parked near the Youth Chib House which was 
•used as the Congress Election office. Near the Club House, 
he saw Hiteswar Saikia, I.akhan Karmakar, President of the 
Assam Chah Mazdoor Sangha, Dibrugarh Branch, and Rohini 
Saikia, brother of Hiteswar Saikia, with a group of people. 


He says that after the speech of Hiteswar Saikia, Jogor Rajor 
and Abdul Kadcr, aforesaid, also addressed the gathering and 
requested them to cast their votes for the Congress as the 
Minister had promised to construct for them a pucca Club 
House and to give them a radio set. 


P.W. 40 further says that the next day Dr. Bijoy Baruah 
of Nazira Janata Party Office visited the Janata Party Office 
at Mackeypore T.E. where the above incident was reported 
to him. Four or five days thereafter they also reported the 
matter to the Petitioner, when the latter visited the residence 
of P D. Bhatnagar, Assistant Manager of the Tea Garden 
(P.W. 44). Although P.W. 40 is a youth, he is not a member 
of the dub as he was otherwise busy. He attended the meeting 
by chance. He admits that in the meeting nobody demanded 
the construction of a pucca Club House, or any radio set. 
This witness is the Office Secretary of the Janata Party election 
Office in Mackeypore, Although he was an employee of the 
tea garden, he worked for the Janata Party by taking leave 
from his service for three days. This shows his great zeal for 
the Janata Party. He is a highly interested witness. 

P.W. 41 Sankar Goala, is a student aged about 18 years. 
He was also a chance witness. He says he was chewing 
pan at Raibir Goswami’s pan-shop at the ‘Chariali’ of the gar- 
den. Jn his evidence he says that there were 25 or 30 shops 
belonging to Abdul Kadcr All, Ramjan Ali and others near the 
‘Chariali’ and, in addition, there were also residcnital houses 
nearby, Ramjan Ali and Rajbir Goswami did not 
work for any party in the election. Admittedly 
they were listening to the speeches from their shop. They 
have not been examined by the Petitioner, nor has he offered 
any reason as to why these two disinterested persons were 
not examined in support of his allegations. P.W. 41 was 
admittedly a member of the election committee of the Janata 
Party at Mackeypore. He is an interested witness. Although 
he pretends to remember the alleged speech of Shri Hiteswar 
Saikia, he fails, in cross-examination, to give the gists of 
the speeches of P.W. 40 and one Ali Uddin Ahmed whose 
speeches he heard in a subsequent meeting (of the Janata 
Party) at Mackeypore. 


P.W. 42, Arun Kar, corroborates the evidence of P.W. 40 
and P.W. 41. He is at present a member of the Janata 
Party, although he says that he was not a member of the 
Janata Party at the time of the election. He, however, 
admits that although he was not a member of the Janata 
Party, he “occasionally visited the Janata Party Election 
office which is not far olf from my shop. When Dr. Bijoy 
Baruah visited the Janata Party office next day, I saw him 
from my shop and went to Ihc Janata Party Office". This 
betrays his predilection to the Janata Party. There were 
several disinterested persons nearby, such as, Bisheswar Sarma 
and ‘Hindi Waster’, but none of them has been examined 
by the Petitioner, nor has he given any reason for not 
examining them. In the circumstances it is difficult to place 
reliance on the evidence of P.Ws. 40, 41 and 42. 

Shri Hiteswar Saikia, and Shri Abdul Kadir have been 
examined by the Respondent as R.Ws. 19 and 17, respec- 
tively, to rebut the evidence of P.Ws. 40, 41 and 42. R.W. 
19 has deposed that during the period of election he did 
not visit Mackeypore at all, R.W. 17 admits that he has 
a bi-cycle shop at the Chnrlclf of Mackeypore, and that 
he is the Secretary of the Gar-all Gohaingaon V.D.P. He 
deposes that during the election Shri Hiteswar Saikia did 
not address any meeting in Mackeypore. He further says 
that in the election he did not work for any party nor 
did he address any meeting. 

On a consideration of thte entire evidence on the point 
I find that the petitioner has failed to establish the allegation 
of the corrupt practice by reliable evidence. 
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(ii) LAKWA 

In narn 29(b), the petitioner has alleged that on 17-3-1977 
Shri Hiteswar Saikia with Bhadram Gogot President of the 
Sibsagar DC.C. (R.W. 15) wear to Lakwa Tcu Estate, and 
paid Rs, 2,000/- to Hari Tasa and Ramu Akora of the 
said Tea Estate to procure votes for the Congress by pay- 
ment of money, After the departure of the Minister and 
his companion, Basanta Bawri (P.W. 48) who saw the 
incident, objected to the acceptance of the money by Han 
Tasa, whereupon he was assaulted by Tari Tasa, Ramu 
Akorn and others. According to the Petitioner Basanta 
Khera (P,W. 47) also saw the payment of the money by 
Hiteswar Saikia, The Petitioner further alleges that on 
the night of 18th March also R.W. 15 came to the Tea 
Estate with the Officer-ln-Charge of Nazira Police Station 
at the instance of Hiteswar Saikia and paid Rs. 1700/- and 
gave 25 bottles of wine to Hari Tasa and others for the 
same purpose. 

The Respondent In his written statement has denied the 
allegations of the corrupt practices. He asserts that Hiteswar 
Saikia did not at all visit the I.atcwn Tea Estate during 
the period of election. He also denies (he allegation that 
on the 18th March, R.W, 15 with the Officer-in-charge of 
Nazira Police Station paid Rs, 1700/- and gave 25 bottles 
of wine as alleged by the Petitioner. 

The petitioner has examined two witnesses, namely, P.Ws. 
47 and 48 named above. 

P.W. 47, Basanta Khera says he was a member of the 
Congress Election Committee at Eakwa and worked for the 
Congress. He admits that 4 or 5 days after the poll, he 
visited the Janata Party Election office at Lakwa at the invi- 
tation of PutuI Barua, a Janata Party worker, fn the Janata 
Party Election -office he found the Petitioner to whom he 
narrated all the incidents that had taken place on the 17th 
and 18th March. Although in his evidence, he started depos- 
ing that he was a member of the Election Committee of the 
Congress at Lakwa, he had to admit in cross-examination 
that at no point of time he was a member of the Congress 
Party, nor he had any contact with the D.C.C. nor did he 
even know the D.C.C. office itself. His conduct that be 
did not report the above alleged incidents to anybody else 
except to the Petitioner and PutuI Baruah, shows the falsity 
of his evidence. This self-styled member of the Congress 
election Committee of Lakwa loses his credence by his con- 
duct in visiting the Janata Party Office, and reporting the 
alleged Incidents to the Petitioner and makes him unreliable. 

P.W. 48, Basanta Bawri, says that in the evening of the 
incident he was returning from a shop after purchase of 
biddis and thread by the side of the Congress Election 
Office. In front of Ramu Akorn’s residence he found Ramu 
Akora, Hari Tasa, Tipusingh Garh, Tilak Das Panikar and 
Satrughna Akora in intoxicated state. These persons caught 
hold of him and assaulted him indiscriminately. The pur- 
pose of this evidence presumably is that these people con- 
sumed liquor supplied by the Congress, Be that as it may, 
P.W. 48 says that he lodged a First Information Report 
about the above assault at Lakwa Police out post. One 
Kshirod who wrote the ejahar accompanied him to the Police 
Out Post. He says that he lodged the ejahar at the Police 
Out Post as advised by the Janata Party Office where he 
went to report the above incident. This conduct of his 
betrays his relation with the Janata Party. In the circum- 
stances no reliance can be placed on his evidence. 

The Respondent has examined R.W. 19, Hiteswar Saikia, 
R.W. 15 Bhadram Gogoi, R.W. 13 Ramu Akora, and 
R.W. 4, Shri Khan, O.C.. of Nazira Police Station, in rebut- 
ting the evidence of the Petitioner’s witnesses. 

R.W, 19 deposes that during the period of the election 
he did not visit Lakwa at all. R.W. 15 also denies that 
he visited Lakwa with R.W. 19 on March 17. He also 
denies that he went to T.akwa with R.W, 4 on March 18 
and paid Rs, 1700/- to Hari Tasa and gave 25 bottles of 
liquor to the labourers of the garden. Ramu Akora (R.W. 
13) also corroborates the evidence of R.W. 19, R.W. 13 
says that he received summons to depose in this case by 
post, which is not true. Summones to non-official witnesses 
were issued at party’s risk, R.W. 4 corroborates R.W. 15. 
Whatever may, be the value of the denials of 
R.Ws. 4, 13, 15 and 19, the Petitioner has failed to make 
out the corrupt practice by cogent evidence. 


(iii) GALEKI 

The Petitioner alleges in para 29(c) of the petition that 
on 17-3-1977 Hiteswar Saikia addressed on election meeting 
In the Galeki Tea Estate. He was accompanied by his 
brother Rohini Saikia and I.akhan Karmakar, an office 
bearer of the r.N.T.U.C. Hiteswar is alleged to have stated 
in the meeting that if the Janata Party formed the Govern- 
ment. "the labourers would be harassed and killed”. It 
has been further alleged that after the meeting, Hiteswar 
Saikia paid Rs. 500/- to each of the six Sardars of the Tea 
Estate. The names of the Sardars also have been mentioned 
in the petition. While paying the money, Hiteswar Saikia is 
alleged to have asked the Sardars to vote for the Congress 
candidate and to induce all the voters of the Tea Estate 
to vote for the Congress and not to allow ttie Janata Party 
workers to enter the Tea Estate, It has further been alleged 
that Hiteswar Saikia paid “additional money buying wine 
to the aforesaid persons”. It has been further alleged that 
the Sardars thereafter purchased wine and distributed it 
amongst the labourers of the tea Garden. The Petitioner 
has mentioned that Jethu Mirdha (P.W. 36), satyr Nayak, 
Gahan Nayak, Samara Ratia, Hem Gogol and Dimbeswar 
Gogoi (P.W. 35) were present in the meeting and saw 
the payment of the money by Hiteswar Saikia to the 
Sardars. 

The Respondent in his written statement has admitted that 
on the 1 7th March, Shri Hiteswar Saikia addressed an elec- 
tion meeting in the Galeki Tea Estate but lie has stoutly 
denied the alleged speech of Hiteswar Saikia, and the pay- 
ment of Rs. 500/- to each of the Sardars, 

Tn support of the allegation the Petitioner has examined 
two witnesses, namely. P.Ws. 35 and 36. 

P.W. 35 says that he saw the meeting on his way to 
market. He heard just the concluding part of Shri Hiteswar 
Saikia's speech. Ho says that Shri Saikia. referring to the 
Janata Party, said : 

“If this Party goes to power It will shoot you to death, 
as this party has shot Mahatma Gandhi even.” 

He further says that after the speech Hiteswar Saikia pro- 
ceeded towards the Club of the Tea Estate followed by 
the Six Sardars. He also followed them. Hiteswar Saikia 
and the Sardars entered into the Club but he himself was 
standing outside, “peeping through window” and saw Hiteswar 
Saikia paying money to the Sardars, and heard him telling 
the Sardars to buy liquor with the money and distribute it 
amongst the voters so that they cast their votes by putting 
the seal on the symbol of “the cow and the calf'. He 
further says that after the departure of Hiteswar Saikia and 
his companions he asked Karma, one of the six Sardars, 
what amount was paid to him by the Minister and learnt 
that an amount of Rs. 500/- was paid to each of the Sardars 
and the amount was shown to him. He further deposes 
that in the evening Karma Sardar bought ‘sulaf’ liquor and 
distributed it amongst the workers in Labour Line No. 4, 
and it was consumed in the house of Hari Chandra Orang 
of the said Labour Line. 

He admits that Keshab Chetia, one of the Staff members 
of the garden, attended the meeting in question. He was 
the Head Mohurrii', who did not work in the election for 
any of the political parties. He was a disinterested person. 
But he has not been examined by the Petitioner and no 
reason has been given as to why he was not examined, 

All along P.W. 35 happens to be a chance witness. He 
attended the meeting by chance. He saw the consumption 
of the liquor by chance. He reported the incident to the 
Petitioner whom he met by chance. Admittedly in the elec- 
tion he actively worked for the Janata Party. He is a 
partisan witness. He admits that Hari Orang, Jagmohan 
Karmakar, and Banda Bhumij were some of the leading 
workers of Labour Line No. 4, but none of them has been 
examined in the case. He says that he gave the information 
to the Petitioner in writing but the writing has not been 
proved. 

P.W. 36 was a casual labourer of thei Galeki Tea Estate. 
He appears to be no better than a speaker when he says that 
when Hiteswar Saikia and the six Sardars entered into the 
Club House, he proceeded to the entrance of the Club 
House to see what the Minister was doing inside it and 
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that at that time he saw Hites war Saikia bringing out fifty- 
rupee currency noics from a bag and paying the same to 
the Sardars, I-Ic says that he reported the same night to 
the Janata Party office at Galcki the incidents of the pay- 
ment of the money and the consumption of the liquor. At 
the time of the election, he was admittedly the Secretary 
of the Election Committee of the Janata Party, All this 
shows his interest in the Janata Party. As the Petitioner 
has omitted to examine disinterested witnesses like Mohnnlal, 
Satya Narayan and Keshab Chetia, it is difficult to place 
reliance on the evidence of partisan witnesses like P.Ws. 35 
and 36. 

In rebuttal the Respondent has examined R.W. 10, Lakhan 
Karmakar, R.W. 19 Shri Hlteswar Saikia and R.W. 16 
Ramdhan Goala. All of them have admitted that R.W. 19 
visited Galeki on March 17' and addressed a Congress elec- 
tion meeting; but they have denied the speech attributed to 
R.W. 19 and the payment of any money to the Sardars. 
No doubt these witnesses are interested; but their evidence 
is mere denials. Be that as it may, the Petitioner has 
failed to prove the corrupt practice by any credible evidence. 

23. SARAIDEO 

In paragraph 30, the Petitioner has alleged tnat a ceremony 
known as “Swargadeor Tarpan" was held at Saraideo on 
9-3-1977. That ceremony was attended by thousands of 
persons mostly of the Ahom community. Shri Hiteswar 
Saikia, attended the ceremony and addressed the people say- 
ing that the Respondent was an Ahom and so the people 
of the Ahom community should cast their votes for him. 

The Respondent In his written statement has denied the 
allegation of the corrupt practices. He admits that a cere- 
mony known as “Swargadeor Torpan" vvns neld a: Saraideo 
on 9-3-1977. He avers that a ceremony really known as 
“Swargadeo Sakalor Shmriti Tarpan" is held every year to 
offer homage to the deceased Ahom rulers. In thl 3 ceremony 
discussion on any other subject Is prohibited. He has cate- 
gorically denied the alleged address of Hiteswar Saikia. The 
Respondent has admitted that the petitioner attended that 
ceremony and said that the latter offered a Sarai and prayed 
for the blessings of the Tai Priests. He avers that a 
seminar was held on that occasion for the discussion of 
historical and cultural subjects at the end of the ceremony 
and it was attended by a number of educationists and his- 
torians. Tt has been admitted that Hiteswar Saikia also 
attended that meeting and participated in the seminar. But 
it has been denied that he spoke to the people about election 
and requested them to vole for the Respondent as he was 
an Ahom. 

The evidence on the point is the direct evidence of the 
Petitioner himself (P.W. 1), P.W. 51-Joga Saikia, P.W. 52- 
Coda Chutia and R.Ws 19 Hiteswar Saikia and 11, Sarat 
Barkataki. 

The relevant evidence of the Petitioner is that on 9-3-1977 
he attended the ceremony at about 3.30 P.M, He went 
inside the gathering in order to offer his prayer and saw, 
amongst others, Hiteswar Saikia sitting under a canopy 
with a mike before him. Near the canopy, there was a 
number of ‘Bailungs' (Ahom priests) sitting with a Sarai. 

He bowed his head before the Sarai and returned. Coming 
out of the gathering, he heard Hiteswar Saikm address the 
gathering thus ; — 

“The election is taking place on the 19th next. We 

have set up out own Ahom candidate, Sri Tarun 

Gogoi, from this constituency as a Congress candi- 

date. All of you are to vote for him for the 
interest of the community." 

The Petitioner says that ho did not relish the communal 
speech of Hiteswar Saikia and left the place and on return 
he reported the matter to his co-workers. 

P.W. 51, Joga Saikia, says that the petitioner had told 
him and P.W. 52 earlier that he would meet them at Sarai- 
deo on the 9th at about 3 or 3.30 P.M. and accordingly he 
and P.W. 52 went to Saraideo, The petitioner however does 
not corroborate him P.W. 51 says that the speech attributed 
to Shri Hiteswar Saikia was in the following terms : 

"We have set up Shri Tanin Gogoi, who is a person of 
our community as Congress candidate. Election 
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takes place on the 19th. I request you to cast your 
vote for him so that he can do something for our 
community.” 

While P.W. 52 says that the speech of Shri Hiteswar Sai- 
kia was in the following terms ; — 

“On this significant day wc have set up an Ahom Candi- 
date from the Congress side in the present election. 
1 therefore request you my Ahom brother and 
sisters to cast their votes in his favour.” 

P.W. 51 says most of the audience were of the Ahom com- 
munity as normally it was the Ahorns who gathered there to 
pay homage to ihe souls of the deceased Ahom ruler. In 
cross-examination he and P.W. 52 admit that they were 
workers of the Janata Party, P.W. 52 admits that before 
Hiteswar Saikia some other persons also spoke in the meeting. 
But when he was asked (o give the gist of their speeches, he 
was unable to do so, saying that he “did not pay any 
attention to these speeches” 

Apart from the discrepancies In the evidence of P.W.'s 51 
and 52 it may be mentioned that the Petitioner in his elec- 
tion petition simply vaguely stated, “Mr. Hiteswar Saikia 
appealed to the persons asscmbcld there that the Respondent 
No, 1 being an Ahom, he should get the votes of the mem- 
bers of the Ahom community”. He has not mentioned the 
names of P.W.’s 51 and 52 also being present in the meeting 
and hearing the speech of Hiteswar Saikia. True it is that 
the petitioner need not mention the names of witnesses in 
the petition, as submitted by the learned counsel for the pe- 
titioner but when he has been ceremoniously doing so in con- 
nection with the other incidents, the omission of the names 
of P.W.s. 51 to 52 is significant. The names of P.W.’s 51 
and 52 were however mentioned in connection with an inci- 
dent at Sonari (vide para 32 (vii) of the election petition) but 
they have not deposed on the Sonari incident. Even in 
evidence the Petitioner did not say that P.W.’s 51 and 52 
were with him in the ceremony and heard the speech of 
Hiteswar Saikia. 

In the circumstances it must be held that the Petitioner 
has hopelessly failed to establish the allegation of the corrupt 
practice. 

24. SIMALUGURI 

The Petitioner has alleged commission by Shri Hiteswar 
Saikia corrupt practice within the meaning of Section 123(2) 
of the Act at Simaluguri. 

In para 31 of the election petition the Petitioner has alle- 
ged that one Mi'idul Kanti Paul, a businessman of the Ben- 
gali Community of Simaluguri, had been arrested by (he 
Police and deported to Bangladesh, On 11-3-77 Shri Hites- 
war Saikia delivered an election speech at Simaluguri. Refer- 
ring to — the deportation of Mriuul Kanti, Hiteswar Saikia 
asked the People of the Bengali Community present in the 
meeting to cast their votes for the Congress candidate, other- 
wise they would also to be deported out of India like Mriclul 
Kanti. It has been alleged that Jiba Kanta Gogoi and Anath 
Bandhu Das of Simaluguri were present in the meeting and 
heard the speech of Hiteswar Saikia. 

The Respondent in bis written statement has denied the 
allegation of the corrupt practice. It has been averred that 
Hiteswar Saikia did not address any meeting at all at Sima- 
luguri during the election. 

The Petitioner has examined only Jiba Kanta Gogoi (P.W. 
61) in support of his allegation P.W. 61 says that on 13th 
of March he went to the Janata Party office at Nazira and 
reported the speech of Shri Hiteswar Saikia to Bijoy doctor 
and the Petitioner whom he found there. The witness has 
admitted that the meeting at Simaluguri consisted of people 
of different communities although about 70 per cent of tho 
audience were of (he Bengali community, and that Nimal 
Dey, Jadu Dcy and Amulya Dcwani, who were members of 
the Bengali > ommunily heard the speech of Iliicswar Saikia 
but none of them has. been examined by the Petitioner. He 
further says that Durga Maskara, Satyan Aich and Nabibut 
Rehman Hazarika of Simaluguri Were also present in the 
meeting. _ They also have not been examined. Admittedly 
P.W. 61 is a member of the Janata Party. He admits that 
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lu the Assembly Election of 1972, he worked against Hites- 
war Saikia who was the Congress candidate and supported 
Saikia’s rival. Daben Bordoloi. He says he was a Congress- 
man before he joined the Janata Party. This shows that he 
has been hostile to Hiteswar Saikia and worked against him 
in 1972 when he (the witness) was still a congressman. This 
conduct of his makes him an unreliable witness. Further 
P.W. 61 admits that he has " no personal knowledge about 
the deportation “of Mridul Kanta so his evidence about the 
alleged deportation is based on hearsay. The Petitioner has 
not adduced any evidence to prove the factum of the 
alleged deporation of Mirdul Kanli. If the alleged de- 
portation of Mirdul . Kanti was not true, the alle- 
gation of the alleged speech of Hiteswar Saikia referring to 
the deportation of Mndul Kanti becomes false. The best 
witness to depose on the point was Mridul Kanti. P.W. 61 
has deposed that Mridul Kanti was deported about two 
months before the election, but he has since returned to 
Simaluguri after the election. For the reasons best known 
to the Petitioner, however, Mridul Kanti has not been exa- 
mined by the Petitioner, although he was cited as a witness. 

The Respondent has examined W.W. 19, Hiteswar Saikia 
who has deposed that during the period of election, he did 
not visit Shnaluguri at all. 

In the circumstances 1 hold that there is no evidence in 
support of the allegation of this corrupt practice. 

25. In para 29 and with para 32 along with its 
■Sub-paras, the Petitioner has alleged commission by Hiteswar 
Saikia corrupt practices within the meaning of Section 123 
(7) of the Act. 

In para 29 it has been alleged that Shrl Hiteswar Saikia 
with full knowledge and consent of the Respondent actively 
compalgncd for the Respondent and utilised his official 
powers as a Home Minister and engaged Police Officers to 
help the Respondent in the election, or to harass Petitioner's 
workers. 

(i) AND (ii) O.C. TITABAR 

In clauses (i) and (ii) of para 32 the Petitioner has alle- 
ged that on the 18th March 1977, Shri Sashadhar Bora, O.C, 
of Titabar Police Station, threatened the voters of the Sarai- 
pani Tea Estate that they would face consequences if they 
did not vote for the Congress. Similarly, Sashadhar Bora 
in uniform went to different villages and Tea Estate inclu- 
ding Tairun and Hilika Tea Estate in Police vehicles and inti- 
midated the voters. The allegations were denied by the Res- 
pondent. The Petitioner haa not led any evidence on the 
alleged corrupt practice alleged in sub paras (I) and (ii) 
of para 32 of the election petition. 

(ill) and (iv) O.C. NAJZIRA 

In clause (iv) of para 32, the Petitioner has stated that on 
10th March, 1977, Mr, Khan, O/C of the Nazira Police 
Station, accompanied by the In-Charge of the Oalaki Police 
out post and four constables went to the residence of Mr. 
A. Bharge.aes, Assistant Manager of the Deopani Tea Estate 
and threatened him that he would be arrested if he continued 
to work for the Janata Party. 

In Clause (viii) it has been stated that on 16th March 
1977 Mr. Khan, aforesaid, went to Mackcyporc T, E. and 
intimadated the workers of the Janata Party. The allegations 
were denied by the Respondent. 

The Petitioner did not adduce any evidence to prove the 
corrupt practices alleged in clauses (iv) and (viii) also. 

Learned counsel for the Petitioner fairly conceded that 
there is no evidence in support of the allegations made in 
sub-paras (i), (ii), (iv) and (viii) of para 32, and did not 
press them. 

The allegation in clause (v) of para 29 is the same as that 
in para 29(b) of the petition. We have already dealt with 
It. 

(v) O.C. SONART 

Tn clause (vi) of para 32, the petitioner has alleged that 
“the O/C of Sonari Police Station called Bimal Das, an 
active worker of the Janata Party to the Sonari thann and 


told him that if he continued to work for the Janata Party, 
he would be arrested as advised by the Home Minister”. 

The Respondent in his written statement has, as usual, 
denied the allegation. 

The Petitioner has examined two witnesses on the 
Point, they are — P.W, 43 Bimal Das, and P.W, 32, Hem 
Kanta Gogoi. 

P.W. 43 deposes that he is an Assamese of the Bengali 
origin. He says that on the 16th March, 1977 a constable 
came to him and called him to the thana where the O.C. 
asked him whether he was working for the Janta Party. He 
answered in the affirmative. The O. C. then asked him to 
work for the Congress Party and stop to work for the Janata 
Party ; else, he was threatened, he would be arrested after 
the election as advised by the Home Minister, Hiteswar Sai- 
kia. His evidence does not inspire confidence inasmuch as 
Salil Dasgupta, Sunil Nandi, Jiten Nandi, Ablnash Ghose and 
Several others who were admittedly Janata Party workers of 
Bengali origin, were not similarly threatened by the O, C. 
There was no reason disclosed as to why P.W. 43 was singled 
out for the alleged deal. 

P.W. 32, Hem Kanta Gogoi is the Assistant Sub-Inspector 
of Police of the Sonari Police Station. He merely proves the 
Ext. P /4 which is the General Diary of the Police Station 
from 3-3-77 to 29-3-77. Ext. P/4 (3) is Entry No. 493 in 
Ext, P/4. Ext. P/4 (3) shows that it was recorded at the in- 
stance of the Janata Party worker, Jogen Saikia, on the al- 
leged distribution of wine, and does not support the alleged 
corrupt practice in question. 

The Respondent has examined no witness on the point, 

Tn my opinion the allegation of the corrupt practice has 
not been proved by any credible evidence. 

(vi) In clause (vii) it has been alleged that on the 18th 
March, the O.C. of Sonari Police Station also arrested Shri 
Baikuntha Koch, a Janata Party worker at Towkok Tea 
Estate and detained him in the thana. 

The Respondent in his written statement has denied the 
allegation. 

The Petitioner has examined Baikuntha Koch as P.W. 13 
in support of the allegation. P.W. 13 is a resident of Dhakua- 
khana in the district of Lakhimpur and worked for the Janata 
Party at Dhakuakhana in the Lakhimpur Constituency, where 
the poll has taken place on the 16th March., He says he 
left Dhakuakhana for Slbsagar on the 16th itself and offered 
his services in the Jorhat Constituency, and he was allotted 
work in Towkok, 

His evidence is inherently incredible Inasmuch as he admit- 
tedly having been a worker of the Janata Party at Dhakua- 
khana, there does not appear to have been any particular 
reason as to why on 16th March itself he left Dhakuakhana 
where the poll took place on that very day, and came to 
Towkok via Sibsagar. He further says that when he was 
arrested, his three other Co-workers deserted him and did 
not even go to the Police Station to make any enquiry about 
him. After his release, he says, he went to his room where 
he met his three Inmates. They were ready to leave Towkok 
for Sibsagar, and he along with them left for Sibsagar, at 
noon of the 19th March which was the day of poll. 

It may be noted that this witness has left Dhakuakhana 
in the morning of the 16th, which was the poll day there 
and left at noon of the 19th, which was the poll day at 
Towkok. He does not to be a responsible person but appears 
to be a concocted witness. 

The Respondent has not examined any witness. Be that 
as it may, in my opinion, the allegation of the corrupt 
practice has not been established. 

(vii) O. C. NAZIRA 

In clause (ix) of para 32. the petitioner has alleged (hat 
.Amulya Piosad Dutta (P. W. 45) wa, the Secretary of the 
Barsila T. E, Janata Party Election Committee and Polling 
Agent of the Petitioner for the Barsila Polling Centre. On 
the night of 18th March, some can came to Barsila when 
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p. w. 45 and Tridib Gogoi (P. W. 46) approached the 
cars to see the occupants thereof. They saw Janti Ali, 
Bishu Agarwalln (both Congress workers) and some Police 
people were in one car. In another car, they saw Basanta 
Rajkhown and Durlav Gogoi (both Congress workers) along 
with some Police constable, Janti Ali came out and caught 
hold of P. W. 45 when he was dragged by the Police people 
into the car and taken to the residence of Rohini Saikia, 
where Hiteswar Saikia, Minister, was staying. It Is alleged 
that Hiteswar Saikia, directed the O. C. of the Nazira 
Police Station to detain P. W, 45 at the thana. The O/C 
then first took P. W. 45 to Celcki Police Out Post where 
he was detained for one and half hours and then taken 
to the Nazira Police Station nnd detained him there for 
the night, It has been alleged that Barsila falls within the 
Jurisdiclion of the Amguri Police. Station, even then he was 
illegally taken to Nazira Police Station. Tt has been alleged 
(hat P. W. 45 was released it noon on the date of the 
poll, namely, the 19th March. 

The Respondent in his written statement has denied the 
allegation. 

The Petitioner has examined P.Ws 45 and 46 in support 
of his allegation. 

In cross-examination P, W. 45 has said that his brothers, 
Pradip and Putul the same night reported to Amguri Police 
Station about his illegal detention In Galeki and Nazira. 
But Pradip and Putul have not been examined; nor the re- 
port to the Police Station proved, to show that an informa- 
tion was lodged at Amguri Police Station. He further dc- 
puses that after release he informed Shri Tarim Sarma, Ad- 
vocate (P. W. 59) who was the Secretary of the Central 
Flection Committee at Sibsagar, and that P. W. 59 made 
a record of the report and got it signed by the witness. 
His evidence does not get support from the evidence of 
P. W. 59. The alleged written report allegedly signed by 
P. W. 45 has not been proved either. 

The. appointment of this witness as Polling Agenl by the 
Petitioner has been challenged by the Respondent. The 
Petitioner has not adduced any documentary evidence to 
show that he was indeed appointed the Polling Agent by the 
Petitioner at the Barsila Polling centre. He has admitted 
that Tridib Gogoi (P. W. 46) and four other lanata Party 
Workers, namely, Likha Duara, Bidu Dey, Pradip Sarma 
and Suren Chetia were present when he was arrested and 
taken away from Barsila. The Petitioner’s case is that 
I’. W. 45 was arrested because, he was a worker of the 
lanata Party. If that be so, there was no reason as to 
why the other Janata Party workers, Likha, Bidu and Pradip 
were not arrested by the police. 

The witness further says that he gave the information 
to Tarini Sarma (P W. 59) who advised him not to file 
any court case or lodge any ejahar at the thana or to comp- 
laint to any higher authority against the conduct of the 
police in illegally arresting and detaining him, and merely 
told him that the petitioner “might file an election petition, 
in the event that Incident would be necessary". If the caso 
of his illegal arrest and detention was true, then P. W. 59, 
an Advocate, would have advised him to take necessary 
legal steps against the high handed actions of the Police 
Officers even if the incident might be necessary for an elec- 
tion petition. 

The Respondent has admitted in his cross-examination 
that P. W. 45 was arrested but according to him the arrest 
was in connection with a criminal case against him (P, W. 
45), It has been denied that after arrest, P. W. 45 was 
taken to the residence of Rohini Saikia. 

P. W. 46 who Is also admittedly a Janata party worker, 
supports the petitioner’s allegation and corroborates the 
evidence of P. W. 45, in cross-examination says that when 
P, W. 45 were arrested, there were about 60 or 70 tea 
garden lahonrers Intoxicated and armed with lathis and 
making noise. He and his other colleagues therefore did 
not try to rescue P. W. 45 from the hands of Kanti Ali 
one Hari Agardatta Is a residence of the place of the alleged 
occurrence. He has not been examined Mr, Rout, Assis- 
tant Manager and one Sant Ram Dutta were also admittedly 
present at the time of occurrence. They have also not 
been examined by the petitioner. 
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The witness says that out of fear they were fleeing the 
Barsila Tea Estate and going on foot to Howlating Tea 
Estate where by chance they got a Janata Party vehicle 
with Gagan Hazarika, a Janata Party worker, in it. They 
re|xirted to him about the arrest of P. W. 45 and requested 
him to take them to the Janata Party office at Jorhat so 
that the matter might be reported there. They were taken 
there, where they enquired about the petitioner who was 
not available. Jt was then about 3 A.M. The witness and 
his companions went to Amguri where they found Muhendra 
Huzarika to whom they reported about the arrest of P.W. 45 
at about 5-30 or 6 A.M. Mahendra Hazarika said that he 
had no time to take any action in the matter and that he 
would inform the matter to Shri Dulal Baruah. The wit- 
ness further says that P. W. 59 visited Barsila Tea Estate 
on the date of Poll at about 12-30 or 1 P.M. but he did 
not report the incident to him (P, W. 59) about the arrest 
of P. W. 45. This evidence of his tends to balie his earlier 
evidence about the forcible arrest and detention of P.W. 45. 

In rebuttal the Respondent has examined R. W. 4, Mr. 
Khan, O, C. of Nazira Police Station and R. W. 19, Shri 
Hiteswar Saikia. Refreshing his memory frorp Ext. P/5 (5), 
a G. D. Entry made by himself, R. W, 4 deposes (hat 
Pmulya Dutta (P, W. 45) was arrested in the night of 
March 18 by Sub-Inspector Mihiram Saikia, in-charge of 
Namti Police out post in connection with an offence of 
assault R. W. 45 was handed over to him (R. W. 4) by 
Mihiram Saikia at Galeki out post as there was no lock 
up at Galeki out post. So he (R. W. 4) took P. W. 45 
lo Nazira Police Station. R. W. 4 has denied that he took 
P. W. 45 to the residence of the Minister, Shri Hiteswar 
Saikia (R. W. 19). R. W. 4 is corroborated by R. W. 19. 
R. W. 19 says, in the night of March 18/19, he did not 
slay at village home at, Barduarmukh near Nazira, but was 
in the Sibsagar Circuit House. The evidence of R. W. 19 
finds corroboration from Ext. R/18(6), Jhe entry in the 
visitors’ Register of the Sibsagar Circuit House. The un- 
impeachable evidence afforded by Ext. R/1876) belies the 
allegation of the Petitioner and the evidence of P. W. 45 
that the latter had been taken to the residence of the Minis- 
ter. The Petitioner has not denied that there was or is a 
ctiminul casi against P. W. 45. 

In the circumstances the allegations with regard to the 
production of P. W. 45 by R. W. 4 before R. W. 19 must 
be held to be false. 

In clauses (x), (xi) and (xii) of para 32 of the Petition 
the Petitioner has not made any allegation of independent 
corrupt practices. Jn these clauses he has mentioned only 
some evidence like Informations given to the Police Stations 
with regard to the alleged illegal activities of the police 
officers or the activities of the Congress party. 

This leaves us with the corrupt practice alleged to have 
been committed at Marlani. 

(iii) MARIANl 

In clause (xiii) the Petitioner has alleged that It was 
decided that on the night of 18-3-1977 batches of Janata 
workers would remain in the tea gardens around Marlani 
to sec that the Congress workers did not indulge in elec- 
tion propoganda ur.d distribution of wines and money in the 
labour lines. In order to frustrate that plan, it has been 
alleged the officer in-Charge of Maria ni Police Station, at 
the direction of Shri Hiteswar Saikia, the Home Minister 
seized many vehicles carrying Janata Party workers and 
detained them in the thana compound. The O/C also 
rounded up many Janata Party worker* from various tea 
estates and brought them to the Marian! thana, on the other 
hand the Congress workers were allowed freely to go to the 
labour lines of the tea gardens and distribute liquor amongst 
the labourers. Gelling the information about all this the 
Petitioner went to the Police Station, sue the O/C and 
protested against hia legal action and demanded release of 
the Janata party workers and its vehicle* immediately. The 
Petitioner was informed it has further been alleged by the 
O/C, that he was acting at the direction of the Homo 
Minister. 

The Respondent has denied the above allegations of the 
Petitioner, He has also stoutly denied that Hiteswar Saikia 
noted us his Agent or that he (Saikia) acted, if at all with 
the consent of the Respondenl, 



884 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : MARCH 25, 1978/CHAITRA 4, 1900 [Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


To Prove the allegations made in clause (xiii) , the petit- 
ioner has examined himself as P.W. 1 P.W. 12, Mukban 
Chandra Bordoloi, P.W. 19, Pogen Buragobain and P.W. 31, 
P. C. Hazarika. 

The Petitioner in his evidence says that he visited 
Nariani on 18-3-77 and found that the police had detained 
a number of Janata Party election vehicles and some wor- 
kers. He then approached the O/C of the Police Station and 
on enquiry was told that the O. C. had done so on orders 
from ‘higher’ authorities. He then telephoned the Superin- 
tendent of Police and the Deputy Commissioner at Jorhat 
and learnt that they did not authorise the Officcr-in-charge 
lo detain vehicles of or worker's of any political party. On 
return he told the O/C that he had not been authorised by 
the Superintendent of Police or the Deputy Commissioner 
to detain the Janata party and vehicles and workers where- 
upon he ,(0. C.) said that he was .authorised to do so by 
authorities ‘still higher up’, meaning the Home Minister. 
He says that he made specific complaint to the Superinten- 
dent of Police and the Deputy Commissioner about the 
abuse of the Powers by the Officcrs-in-Chnrgc of Titabar, 
Mariani, Debrafiara, Nazira and Sonari Police Stations and 
Geleky Police out post. Bui neither the Superintendent of 
Police nor the Deputy Commissioner has been examined to 
corroborate this evidence of his. In cross-examination the 
Petitioner has not been able to give the registration num- 
ber of any single vehicle alleged to have been seized by the 
Mariani Police Station. 

P.W. 12, Makhau Bordoloi, is a resident of Jorhat town 
and dealer in vegetables. During the election he worked for 
the Janata Party, He says that he was attached to the 
Janata Party office for the Mariani (L. A) constituency. 
He says that he received the above information at about 

-10-30 P.M. He then went to the thana and saw the Janata 
Party vehicles with the drivers in tho thana premises. On 
enquiry he was informed by the O/C of the thana, that the 
Janata Party vehicles had been seized and the drivers de- 
tained under the instruction from the Home Minister. 

Hitcswar Snikin. He says that about 10 or 12 vehicles 
were allotted to (he Mariani Party Office by the Janata 

Party, but he too has not been able to give (he registration 

number of any of the vehicles, nor the areas to which the 
vehicles were allotted nor (he quantity of petrol consumed 
by the vehicles although he claims he was in charge of the 
party office. Even he has not been able to give, the name 
of any of the drivers ot the vehicles, who were allegedly 
detained in thana. 

In cross-examination he admits that he was summoned 
as a witness to attend the Court on 31st August and since 
then he was at Gauhati till 12-9-1977, the date of his de- 
position. Dining this period he has been serving ns tho 

driver of the Petitioner’s car_ plying from Dispur to the 

High Court and back. He is, therefore, a Janata Party 
worker obedient to the petilioncr. His evidence, therefore, 
is not independent. In the circumstances no reliance can be 
put on his evidence. 

P. W. 19 Jogen Buragohain supports the petitioners. But 
like P, W. 12, he has also not been able to give the regis- 
tration numbers of the vehicles He gives the names of 

two of the drivers as Makhau Dcy and Khageswar gogoi, 
but none of them has been examined by the Petitioner. 

Both P. W. 12 and P. W. 19 say that the petitioner 
telephoned to the Superintendent of Police and the Deputy 
Commissioner at Jorhat from the telephone belonging to 
Mr. Beria of M/s. Beria If ice and Flour Mills of Mariani. 
But there is not documentary evidence to show that the 
telephone call was in fact made. Mr. Beria also has not 
been examined, P. W. 19 has admitted that ho lodged a 
complaint to the Police, that some of the Janata Party wor- 
kers were missing and some injured and that the, police 
registered a case and arrested some congress workers. This 
is corroborated by Ext. P/3(14). But this piece of evi- 
dence of his belies the Petitioner’s case that the police was 
aiding Congress workers and «rrestlng Janata Party workers 
only. 

P. w . 31 is P. C Hazarika. A.S.I. of Mariani Police Sta- 
tion, He proves Ex, P/3, the General Diary of Marinnl 
Police Station from 17-3-77 to 6-4-77 and the relevant en- 
tries therein Ex. P /3 (6) (entry 4J1 dated 18-3-77) shows 
excess passengers carried by vehicles were made to dis- 


embark near the thana. Ext. P/3 (8) (entry 436 of the 
same date) shows direction by the S. P. (S) to take imme- 
diate steps on the incident in Hilika T. E. 

In cross-examination P. W. 31 has admitted that tho 
0,/C told him that he (O. C.) had been ordered by the 
S, P. on the direction from (he Home Minister that they 
(the Police officers) should take necessary action agaffist 
vehicles carrying unauthorised persons irrespective of whe- 
ther the vehicles were used by any political party or not 
This evidence get support from F.xt. P/3(l). This was a 
legitimate instruction by the S. P. on the advice of the Homo 
Minister and no exception can be taken to it P.W. 31 fur- 
ther deposes referring to G. D. Entry, Ext. P/3 (14), las 
already noticed) that an ejahar was lodged by P. W. 19 
and on the basis of that, police Station c-ase No. 10(3) /II 
was regisered under Section 147/148/225 and 342 I.P.C. on 
the allegation of assaults on Janata Party workers by fom 
Congress men. He further says that in pursuance of that 
ejahar some people were interrogated In the thana and dis- 
charged thereafter. 

The evidence of P. W. 31 demolished the Petitioner’s 
allegation of the corrupt practice in question. 

In rebuttal Ihe Respondent has examined the Home Minis- 
ter, Shri Hlteswar Saikia (P. W. 19) and R. R. 2 Shrl 
D. K. Gangopadhyay, Deputy Commissioner Sibsagar R.W. 
19 deposes that he docs not know if any Janata Party 
Election vehicles were seized and their drivers detained by 
the Mariani Police. He says he did not instruct any police 
officer to do so, if they did so at all, He deposes, admitting 
tlir contents of Ext. R/7, that once he instructed the S. P., 
Jorhat, to take necessary actions against trucks carrying per- 
sons violating the provisions of the Motor Vehicles Act. 

As stated above, the Petitioner or P. W. 12 or P.W. 19, 
has not been able to give the number of any of the vehicles 
alleged to have been seized. On the contrary R. W. 2 proves 
Ext. R/20, the Petitioner’s return of election expenses, 
wherein the petitioner has given the registration numbers of 
the vehicles used by him in the election. 

On a consideration of the entire evidence on the point, 
T find that the petitioner hap failed to establish the allega- 
tion of seizure of his election vehicles and their detention 
and the detention of their drivers in the thana premises. 

26. As I have held that the petitioner has failed to estab- 
lish the allegations of corrupt practices committed by Hites- 
war Saikia under Section 123(7) of the Act, the question of 
consent of the Respondent to such corrupt practices does 
not arise. But as the parties argued at some length. On 
the consent of the Respondent to the commission of the 
alleged corrupt practices by Hitcswar Saikia, I proceed to 
make a few observations. 

There is no direct evidence as to the consent of the Res- 
pondent to the alleged acts of Hiteswar Saikia. Learned 
counsel for the Petitioner Submits that there are facts and 
circumstances from which an inference can be drawn that 
the Respondent consented to the corrupt practices. 

One of the cricumstanccs pointed out is that Hiteswar 
Saikia concentrated his election compaign in the Sibsagar Sub- 
Division part of the Jorhat Constituency. The evidence 
of the Petitioner is that Hiteswar Saikia, the Respondent and 
he were in the Sibsagar Circuit House and that the Petitioner 
saw the Respondent and Hiteswar Saikia talking about Ihe 
election. But the Petitioner has not deposed that the Res- 
pondent requested Saikia to utilize or Saikia telling the Res- 
pondent that he would utilize, the police personnel for the 
election of the Respondents. The Petitioner has alleged 
in the election petition that Saikia was put in-charge of the 
Sibsagar Sub-Division part of the Jorhat Constituency. 
Saikia has denied it. His evidence is that the Congress High 
Command entrusted him with the Congress Election cam- 
paign in the North Eastern Region of India, which includes 
Assam, Nagaland, Meghalaya, Manipur, Tripura, Sikkim and 
the two Union Territories of Arunachal Pradesh and Mizo- 
ram. But from his evidence in croso-examination jt appears 
that except Assam, he did not visit any other State or the 
Union Territory for the purpose of election. Even in Assam, 
he had only flying visit to the districts of Goalpara. Kamrup 
and Nowgong, Further evidence on the point is afforded by 
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documentary evidence, namely, Exts, R/18(5) and R/18(6) 
which are relevant entries in the Visitors’ Book of the sibsagar 
Circuit House, Exts. R/18, R/18(J) and R/18(6) are entries 
against serial numbers 45 and 47 showing the stay of Saikia 
for the periods 7-3-1977 to 9-3-1977 and 13-3-1977 to 
21-3-1977 respectively, hi;» total stay being 11 days. There 
is no evidence to show that Saikia similarly devoted in any 
other Constituencies in Assam or outside. In the circums- 
tances there is no escape from the conclusion that Saikia con- 
centrated himself in the Sibsagar Sub-Divisioij part of the 
Jorhat Parliamentary Constituency. The fact of concentra- 
tion of work in a particular Constituency may suggest con- 
sent of a candidate for carrying on his election campaign, 
but not necessarily consent to commit corrupt practices. 

Another circumstance relied on by the Petitioner is the 
evidence of the Petitioner that he was told by the O/C of 
Mariani Police Station that the vehicle of the Janata Party 
and the drivers were detained in the Thana in the night of 
March, 18, on the instruction of the Home Minister, Saikia. 
The Respondent tjubmiltcd that this piece of evidence of the 
Petitioner was inadmissible on the ground that it was 
hearsay. 

The exact scope of the rule of hearsay is patently unclear, 
says Phipson, 

A piece of evidence may be ncarsay for one purpose but 
may not be so for another. 

“Evidence is only hearsay wnen tendered to prove the truth 
of the facts asserted, not when tendered simply to show that 
the alatement was made. Hearsay may be first hand, when 
a witness says what he heard someone else say, or second 
hand (or even more distant) when he relates what he was told 
that someone else said.” 

(See Halsbury’s Laws of England, Vol. XVII, page 39, 
4th Edition). 

“Hearsay is always Inadmissible as substantive evidence 
whether that evidence be elicited in examination or cross- 
examination. But hearsay may be admissible in croos-exa- 
mination in so far as it touches the question of credibility of 
the witness examined.” 

(See Evidence by WoodrafTe and Ameer Ali, 9th Edn. 
Page 515). 

The above mentioned pieces of evidence of the Petitioner 
and P.W. 12 will be admissible under Section 60 of the Evi- 
dence Act, for, the Petitioner heard the O/C of Marian! 
Police Station Idling them so, whatever might be its value. 
But it will not be admissible to prove that Hiteswar Saikia 
instructed the O/C of Mariani Police Station to seize the 
vehicles. In the latter case it will be hearsay. 

Be that as it may, the evidence of the Petitioner that the 
vehicles and he drivers were seized and detained as instructed 
by the Home Ministei, is worthless inasmuch as, the O/C of 
Mariani Police Station has not been examined; nor Hiteswar 
Saikia has admitted it in his evidence. 

A few other minor circumstances were pointed out but 
they arc not worth mention. In my opinion, even if the alle- 
gations of the Petitioner that Hiteswar Saikia utilized the 
police is believed, there is no evidence to show that the Res- 
pondent had his consent to such utilization. 

27. Learned counsel for the Petitioner submitted, and in 
my opinion correctly, that even if the Petitioner failed to 
provo consent of the Respondent to the commission of corrupt 
practices by Hiteswar Saikia, the election of the respondent 
may not be set aside, but Saikia tyill be liable to be named 
under Section 99 of the Act. But Saikia is not liable to be 
named as the allegations of any of the corrupt practiced 
alleged to have been committed by him have not been 
established. 

28. While dealing with the evidence on the allegations of 
each of the corrupt practices alleged by the Petitioner in 
his election petition, learned counsel for the Respondent alter- 
natively submitted that even if the allegations are held to be 
established, the evidence on record does* not constitute the 
corrupt practices as alleged by the Petitioner. As I have 
found that the allegations on any of the corrupt practices 
alleged by the Petitioner have not been established by satis- 
factory and cogent evidence, I need not find on the alterna- 
tive submissions of learned counsel. 


29. As a result of the foregoing findings, the remaining 
Issues are decided as follows : 

Issue No. 1 

I have found above that the Petitioner has failed to estab- 
lish the allegations of any of the corrupt practices alleged to 
have been committed by the Respondent No. 1. So it must 
be held that the Respondent No. 1 has not been proved to 
have committed any of the corrupt practices alleged in paras 
1 to 26 and 35 of the election petition. An such the election 
of Respondent No. 1 is not liable to be declared void. 

Issue No. 2 

As I have found above that the Petitioner has failed to 
establish the allegations of corrupt practices alleged to have 
been committed by Shri Bijoy Handique, Election Agent of 
the Respondent, it must be held that Shri Bijoy Krishna 
Handique, the Election Agent of Respondent No, 1, has not 
been proved to have committed any of the corrtipt_ practices 
alleged in paras 24, 27 and 28 of the election petition. The 
election of the Respondent No. I therefore, is not liable to 
be declared void. 

Issue No. 3 

It has been found shove that none of the allegations of 
corrupt practices made in para 12, 15, 17 to 28, 29(a) to 
(c), 30, 31, 29 read with subparas (i) to (xiii) of para 32 and 
36 of the election petition have been established by the 
Petitioner. As such it must be held that the Petitioner has 
faild to prove that the persons named in the above-mentioned 
paragraphs have committed the corrupt practices respectively 
alleged against them. The first part of the Issue is decided 
against the Petitioner. The question of commission of the 
corrupt practices by any of the persons named above, with the 
consent of the Respondent does not arise. The second part 
of the Issue, therefore, is answered in the negative. 

Issue No. 4 

I have held in Tssuc No. 3 that the Petitioner has failed 
to establish the allegations of corrupt practices made in 
clauses (a), (b) and (c) of para 29, paras 30, 31, sub-paras 
(i) lo (xiii) of para 32 read with para 29 of the election 
petition. Therefore, the commission of corrupt practices in 
favour, or otherwise, of the Respondent No. and whether 
the result of the election has been materially affected thereby, 
do not arise. 

Issue No. 4 is decided against the Petitioner. 

Issue No. 3 

This Issue has nor been pressed by the Petitioner and as 
such is decided against him. 

Issue No. 7 

In the result this Election Petition is dismissed. The Peti- 
tioner shall pay a total amount o fcosts of Rs. 1000.00 
(Rupees one thousand only) to Respondent, Shri Tarun 
Gogol. 

Sd./- 

BAHARUL ISLAM, Judge. 

[No. 82/AS-HP/1/77] 
P. B. DATTA, Under Secy. 


Mtf, vqi9 qrfl Wi 4qtft 

(ftswl f«nnu) 

filHfr, 10 JTT^, 1978 

VToiiTo 80 2- — -rrynr, Trtiiy wi sT 'Ut/ 1 rtfq- 
fim, 1955 ( 1955 36) ^ ffFJ 10 5TCT JT5TT Wftqqf 

'fT tm’Pr 'TOT fr, rrrprrr ft qTrqvf TrjhriT 

% spirirT ^ firtr tftr iFtr jrtftapfi % tft, n'r iw? 
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7f4f4 ft Tqfafijffi Jr Orftfre fkR tpt, frtr jtfr 4, 
rf rmiiifk ttPtRt ofer fr) frrcr4 f4Rf4f4n Rfe 
tfi4, wf?r:~ 

1 . 5PJF mtft, TTCR, f4«H ?fWT, fawnr, f4WT RRT i 

2- Atr <i ijf tthr fVitfl , vt-h'-i 4f4r5f, «Tf5*r 

tfi^PTr, tr «|?r, *tsrt i 

3. 4irc w*j?r g4w fattf), *447 ifn^wr, ^ i 

4 . w fttr tijt tt^f, irrftfi 4 tr, vf<V< i 

5. 4 T+7T *U "1 1' FgTfl 9 Ir^, (uaTi-l T, F7T FnTTT, 41 Ft4t l 

6 . 477 tftttjw iff trif, 4ft f4^vr fariT wlr ttf *wi- 

(ftF, ff*E 14 'TT , ( ’J 4THT ^ 1 At FT <.l«lT, FFjr I 

7. frRFJJtT ipfl UTITF, WftIFFFT, FFUj I 

[4° 11/3/7 6-F5F] 
£77^)7 *T£JR, 37 7faF 

MINISTRY OF LAW, JUS1ICE & COMPANY AFFAIRS 
(Legislative Department) 

New Delhi, the 1 0th March, 197S 

S.O, 802. — In exercise of Ihe powers conferred by section 
10 of the Dnrgah Khawaja Sahcb Act, 1955 (36 of 1955), the 
Central Government, in consultation with the Government of 
Rajasthan, hereby constitutes, with immediate effect, an Advi- 
sory Committee for a period of one year for the purpose 
of advising the Nazim in the discharge of his functions under 
the said Act and also for such other purposes as may be 
specified in the bye-laws of the Durgah Committee, consisting 
of the following persons, namely : — 

1. Mohd. Ayub Sahib, M.L.A. Tizaru, District Alwar. 

2. Sycd Izharul Haq Sahib Chishty, Izzat Manzil, Khadim 

Mohalla, Chah Ahrat, Ajmer. 

3. Syed Abdul Haleem Sahib Chishty, Khadim Mohalla, 

Ajmer. 

4. Sheikh Inayat Rasool Sahib, Near Immam Bada, Ajmer, 

5. Barkat All Bukhari Sahib, Rangawala, Bada Bazar, 

Bikaner. 

6. Syed Ikramul Haq Sahib, Retd. Distt. & Sessions Judge, 

Haq Villa, Khazann Walon Ka Rasta, Jaipur. 

7. Aijazul Nabi Sahib, Advocate, Jhunjhunu. 

[No. 1 1 /3/76-WakfJ 

HASANUDDLN AHMED, Dy. Secy. 

(■'Urn firwrn) 

7$ fetfr, 14 7TF, 19 78 

*T° W« 80 3- — F-TW 7TF1T, rrmfr FIR (WTftjfR trfa- 
tftffftfr 54 4F>F4t) FftlfTFF, 1 9 7 1 ( 1 9 7 1 FT 40) 

q4 uro 3 ^ra toi idVrcft ft jifFt ft4 ir, 4)4 54 thr) 
4 ft*t ( l ) 4 tRaRsf qftnrrfr arff aff ttwrt % Tmfair 
57 zrfarrfr t wMtir 4 5r4trt4 rift Fftmf) 

fffJRF FT7) ^ Ff ;jir . ^ftjfqqrr ^FTTT FT 77% Wtf)7 RFFT 
wftTFrftTT vt ffr rrhrtrff ft mfbr tftr ^ ft Fftn/rfTT 
F#*f 4 FT FR7 7TFTf) RRT 4 77 JIFF! f 4 FR7 TtffT 4) 
3FT WTT'TfT % R7 (2) 4 RTFTTt fcrj htr $ | 


WfFFTT) FT 'RTflRR TTFTfT TFT7T 4 jr4 

wflmfcrr 54 wnflF qfWlffpf 



77 tO^tt (trorm) ft tit^ tr, 7f faFefr, fRR 

f4?tfr t^f rtfrtf 4 FviRfaF 
fFFFW % *nf)7 4 T«TRf 54 
TR7 I 

[4w 29 / 0 / 77 -rr] 
WITc irzrptTT, tR't rrfTT 

(Department of Justice) 

New Delhi, the 14th March, 1978 

S.O. 803. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 3 of the Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised Occu- 
pants) Act, 1971 (40 of 1971), the Central Government hereby 
appoints the officer mentioned in column (1) of the Table below 
being officer equivalent to the rank of a Gazetted Officer of the 
Government to be an Estate Officer for the purposes of the said 
Act, who shall exercise the powers conferred, and perform the 
duties imposed, on Estate Officers by or under the said Act, 
in respact of the categories of public premises specified in corres- 
ponding entry in column (2) of the said Table. 


TABLE 

Designation of the 
Officer 

Categories of public premises and local 
limits of jurisdiction 

1 

2 

Deputy Registrar 
(Administration) 

In respect of the premises under the 
administrative control of Delhi High 
Court at Shershah Road, New Delhi. 


[No, 29/9/77-Jus] 


R.K. MAZUMDAR, Under Secy. 


JTHT9HT 

(ftTrf 4)r wnTuhtF f*twR) 

fff fafTt, 10 7T7, 19 78 

WT° 804- — T7F ttfw •tl*!l 1 973 (l974 FT 2 ) 
trnr 24 i4 TTtnTr (e) irrr srtt wPr4t ft trR 

FT4 TTFR rr-H ji 1 1 XJT TR R7tTHRTT) , rRFt^ 

54 fF5TT IJ l' V'it f T si) < < fia IJ i r T 1 9 1 A 9 1 Hi-Tfl /-tf f s 1-STt j 

FTFrTT 4 «f) qp‘> STF7 IRT FRt 4 faw FfvRpJR FFI 
HtRt fTstr jfwff wm faar*ifl ttwt 4wt sjn-^o iro 
( 1 ) 4 TRW fFiff trt ttto 4 54 4t ft4 f f44 fF?R 

TftF Wf44nTF fRJFT FT?fr ^ I 


[4®TT 2 2s/7 2/7 7-Rfr4t-2] 
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MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 

(Department of Personnel and Administrative Reforms) 

New Delhi, the 10th March, 1978 

S.O. 804. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 

section (6) of section 24 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 
1973 (2 of 1974), the Central Government hereby appoints 
Shri Ram Jethamalani, Advocate, Bombay as a special 
Public Prosecutor for conducting the prosecution and also 
any other matter arising out of the Delhi Special Police 
Establishment Regular Case No. 8/77-FS(I) against 
Shri R. K. Dhawan and others in the trial, appellate and 
revisional courts in Delhi /New Delhi /Calcutta, 

[No. 225/72/77- AVD. II] 

74 15 7T7, 1 9 78 

flto Wfo 80S. — T*T gfw #%7T, 1973 (l974 57 2) 

5) arrr 24 57 ^T-am («) ^am 75*7 srfTTTt 57 77)7577 

$t r, 775TT, tp^xnrr, tTtto 71Uhi, 

51*4 57 PmfbT trrmTT mm 47 / 72 -fwT jftm 
ir fTTbr rnTrafyi, Twrf 5 577fa7 ^Tm fMTfea % wt#5 
% f555 «fr tr^o !^ 0 tmpfr, PtAw, f7f)a5 atm 5j?5 Pram 
imr4 ^7m, twt 4 tr«r thttstt Jr titt xft nf 'smTfw wfto 
5?) >?TafY 57# 5 fatf Pm-tlW wf*pftT5t % 55 # f7*[57 57#) 
I 

[tTSFTT 225/7/78-tTo 5)0 


5T° «Fo807.— 5ttf trfWTffflraT, 1 973 ( 1 973 57 2) 5ft OTTT 
24 5# TTOTTT ( g) TRT STrit 5Pfd7t 57 5T7>r 577) ^7, %7f)7 
7T5T7 , It I *#) TT70 #)o jimIu 5 pf), srfh^Tnl 4X4 / 87) 

p .f)77t iff5Tr Thsf) 7 tt tF7 8* fTift fdol+td 

7r77T 9/7 7-1)5° tr^-o (l) 77t 77# 77W XF7 7T77) 57 

fb^mr, wfhfr 5 *tt jrAwur ;tiitii<T7)', f^?5fr/tTf # ttPct- 
TlTTr 5r 75777 5T7 fa f7T7 7T5-7f77>5r5 5 V7 it f775tf 
5T#) $ I 

[757T 225/68/7 7-tr o 7)0 sfo-II ( iii ) ] 
#)° %o ^57r(vt77, 57T 7fT7 

S.O. 807.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (6) of Section 24 of the Code of Criminal Procedure 
1973 (2 of 1974), the Central Government hereby appoints 
Shri S. B. Jaisinghani, Advocate, Bombay, as a Special Pub- 
lic Prosecutor for conducting the prosecution and also any 
other matter arising out of the Delhi Special Police Establish- 
ment Regular Case No. 9/77-FS(I) against Smt. Indira 
Gandhi and others In the trial, appellate and revisional courts 
in Delhi /New Delhi. 

[No. 22J/68/77-AVD. Il(iii)] 
T, K. SUBRAMANIAN, Under Secy. 


f«m RWTHR 
(5F5 F5 fWMPl) 

4( fge#), 29 3T5tjrc, 1977 
517-515 


New Delhi, the 15th March, 1978 

S.O. 805. — Tn exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (6) of Section 24 of the Code of Criminal Procedure 
1973 (2 of 1974), the Central Government hereby appoints 
Shri S. G. Samant, Advocate, Bombay, as a Special Public 
Prosecutor for conducting the Criminal Appeal filed in the 
Bombay High Court by Shri H. D. Malani, Inspector, Pre- 
ventive Customs Department, Bombay, against the order of 
conviction of the Court of Special Judge, Bombay, in Re- 
gular Case No. 47 /72-Special Police Establishment- — Bombay. 

[No. 225/7/78-AVD-II1 


74 Ptm), 16 7T"5, 1978 

5tTo Wfo 806. — 5*5Srfw fff^TT, 1973 ( 1974 57 2) 5# 

am 24 5# j'rmcr ( e) 75m 757 7(557) 57 77)7 5#) f cr 
#7f)7 TOI C 757,75m «fr TT7 75771#), hT7)%T, 5i!.5f *6) 
Jii-a, vu'im uVt 9/rfftiT , 7 -iimim, fxrfr/Tf frTTr if «f)no) 
4 fmTtUt 57T 7-7t % fs v; U wfvnqT77 57 7 3 1 H H 5m) 7^1 ' 

fbFft jfett «rmi tmrfmt tttkt wi 9/77-fr* t;7(i) 

Jr f*mft wm- 5 f) vfr ftt) 5tt^ % Ptn, f^yrxr-5ft5r 

xrfmflmriF f7tj55 5mf) 1 1 

[mrcrr 225/68/77-rrc.af) o^yo-II(ii) ] 


5rto «rto808.— 7-4tmrm55f) ^rpintrf) % fwtr 

ftnrr arrar ^ fv PmTftrPiiT fcnPw xt^ttjFT 57^517 v) 
fairm sAt alu'iPisu tbnro, 7f frirft % 717-57 7ftrf777, 

1961 5f) am 3 5 5f) 77am (25) % 77)517) % ftpr ^ 

fVfMTxr WTfa % fTxr wmftflrcr fw i) 1 


TftTriPTT 51 7T7 

577)77 57rf 

7rg)57 *7T7 

wma 5?) 7TT)W 
^ 5t) TlfTHr 

7777177 7777 


xlri.r-t-m.fr 7? 5 grf tjxft 

^57^)77 

77# fi) 7 J77T7 tf)5T: 

I 

77717)75 TltfrPlf) 17717, 
^7# f#57f51TRT7 

fTb^lT, 1977 
PmHt/v I5S5S, 19 78 
93,900 7o 


TT7I7f75 3>ffrf75f f77T7 JJ>7f, f757pnrm7 5) (Ttf 77777 
517)7^77170 34 dlfTOf 23-1 1-1946 ITT 
7ll77 f57T 771 ^ I 


[7o 2029 (5To 70 203/l36/7 7-7Tf 0 f)o t[-II)] 
5" #)° 77), 77 7f#7 


New Delhi, the 16th March, 1978 

SO. 806. — Tn exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (6) of Section 24 of the Code of Criminal Procedure 
1973 (2 of 1974), the Central Government hereby appoints 
Shri Ram Jethamalani, Advocate, Bombay, as a special Public 
Prosecutor for conducting the prosecution and also an/ other 
matter arising out of the Delhi Special Police Establishment 
Regular Case No. 9/77-FS(I) against Smt. Indira Gandhi 
and others in the trial, appellate and revisional courts in 
Delhi/New Delhi, 

[No. 225/68/77-AVD. II (ii)] 


MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Drpartment of Revenue) 

New Delhi, the 29th October, 1977 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 808— Tt is hereby notified for general information 
that the following scientific research programme has been appro, 
ved for the period scientific below for the purposes of subjec- 
tion (2A) of section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 , by the Secre- 
tary, the Department of Science & Technology, New Delhi. 
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Name of the Project: 

Sponsored By : 
Sponsored At: 


Date of Commence- 
ment : 


Mechanically Aided High Vacuum 
Fractionatlon/Distlllatlon, 

M/s. Hindustan Lever Ltd,, Bombay. 
Department of Chemical Technology, 
University of Bombay, Bombay. 

September, 1977. 


Date of Completion : September/October, 1978. 

Estimated Cost: Rs, 93,900/- only. 


The Deptt. of Chemical Technology, University of Bombay, 
Bombay stands approved vide Ministry of Finance Notification 
No. 34 dated the 23-1 1-1946. 

[No,2029/F.No.203/136/77-ITA.II] 
J. P. SHARMA, Under Secy. 


nf 20TOR, 1978 

srrtrr 

ftto uto 810 , — toa^r torr TFsrfRTO i899 ( 1 899 tt 
2 ) tY tott 9 tY tot tort ( 1 ) t iesr (t) bttt rrr tFrirY 
ti toYYr Ttyf 51 %tTTr tn:+r< 9 ; .s48TTt to kjst Tt mis tr^Y 
$ rY 'tfh’TOrf rPcr^r pTTrer ffR Firr ftrfroiR, tort krt 
rttY ft 4 tor riA rertrY rt. etr: Ftrr sra an 197 G -77 
RRT 1977-78 % eYRTR TOtY M 44 W«t: TRTri TO* (AT 
ft* rtt $ rjrY (fri rat to* rrr Jjrii ’btrr) 

^ 4r»t 4, siFvfRRR T ttIYr strt 4 | i 

[ffo 7/ 7 S-t-Tltq-efrro Ro 33/l4/79-ff°To] 

rm j fto rptfarnr, wrt rFrr 


Rf FR5<fY, 1 7 TOR, 1978 
wrtw 

td sn 0 8 0 9 . — -vriro tottr rFrr t, Prof FRtw) jjit 
riTTORritr TOTrrFRTOT’R stFitFrrr , 1974 4 ft etttt 3 fftriRTOTT 
( 1 ) T totor FrtTr tt tr^rwi Ftto rto|, totr riFwFRTOt'tfY 
etttt 3 ( 1 ) $ tojYr rirtri rrto 673 / 1/78 tototot-8 tottr 
1 ttrtY, 197 8 tott Ftto to froir »Ti f^fY riY?**rc, trtt 
Ro 16, Rt° rirfo £~t° ritri, 4" S, TtRTR TORT fYR, *W, 

fit rim ffr rttrY tvY ?r Ttrt <Y ft, 

TRTTOT, rjrat 4 PTR3 TTt flV. PfftTOTT *T 7U3 TT Fr^HT fitTO 

to ; wYt 

2 . rFt fnrYRRTTrc ffr 47 ; Fretor t t R to tut £ FT 

tottYrr toPto ?r fV to tor tt Fttottot tt ?! r% 

tttt ?ttott $ trr rrr tYP3tor fit ; 

3. flfl: trRfYR RATTT faTOlfr TJRT RTBTri tplT TOTTt FtTOTR] 

wftrfim, 1974 Tit ETTTT 7 ( 1 ) (tj) % TOlYR TpTORt TT TOTtR’ 

TTlY 51 Fr^T TTRT t TOTtfB ^ft *nS»r %T1P|<TB 

4 sfppto % ttrt fro % tfttrr Rv«rf 

^ tTRfft 5tffTT ?t I 

[rfo 67 3/l/7 8-lft ° 

to*t fFn’ft, ftfVa 

New Delhi, the 17th March, 1978 
ORDER 

S.O. 809. — Whereas the Additional Secretary to the Gov- 
ernment of India, specially empowered under sub-section (1) 
of section 3 of the Conservation of Foreign Exchange and 
Prevention of Smuggling Activities Act, 1974, issued order 
F. No. 673/1 /78-Cus. VIII dated 1-2-1978 under section 
3(1) ibid directing that Shri Kunji Mohamed, Room No. 16. 
B.I.T, Chawl, No, 5, Jmamwada Road, Dongri, Bombay, 
be detained and kept in custody in the Central Prison, 
Bombay, with a view to preventing him from smuggling 
goods ; and 

2. Whereas the Central Government has reason to believe 
that the aforesaid person has absconded or is concealing 
himself so that the order cannot be executed ; 

3. The Central Government in exercise of powers 
under section 7(l)(b) of the Conservation of Foreign 
Exchange and Prevention of Smuggling Activities Act, 
1974, hereby direct the aforesaid person to appear before 
the Commissioner of Police, Greater Bombay, within seven 
days of the publication of this order in the Official Gazette. 

[F. No. 673/1 /78-Cus. VHH 
R. K. THAWANI, Dy. Secy. 


New Delhi, the 20th March, 1978 
ORDER 
STAMPS 

S.O. 810. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(a) of sub-section (1) of section 9 of the Indian Stamp 
Act, 1899 (2 of 1899), the Central Government hereby 
remits the duty with which the debentures to be issued bv 
the Tamil Nadu Transport Development Finance Corpora- 
tion Limited, Madras against loans floated by the said Cor- 
poration during the year 1976-77 and 1977-78 to the value 
of rupees fifty lakhs and twenty lakhs respectively (total 
debentures aggregating to the value of rupees seventy lakhs), 
are chargeable under the said Act, 

{No. 7/Stamps-F. No. 33/14/78-STI 

S. D. RAMASWAMY, Under Secy. 

(snfsni *rf fw<nTi) 

(♦ftm jpttit) 

ffirot, 4 ut4, 1978 

pnoatTo 811 . — PiPw*h wfErfm, 1049 ( 1949 tt 

10) Tt STRT 56 % «r>¥ (w) ^ TOR Rfet TORT 45 8?t TOTTO7T 
2 % IT7T TRET pffiRTJff Tt STRlt TTOt JtT %riftR 3TCTTC RTT 
EfPT 45 4?t TOtETRT ( l) % WRrifa TOTOtR fCRR RT ITTT Pp4 
R4 TO RT PtTOT TtrT % TOR ft ffiRRTRf TtTORTfTO 

fT Fri*> RrRf (fri% RRTOtf TOfTlft RT T?r RRt j[) fr 

TOPri 4 IRRIRt 9 TOri, 1978 Tt RT TT TRtRR TOR stt^ 

tt ^RR, 8 PTTORT, 1 978 RT rflT TO ftri Tt fariTRR VftfTORR 

vtfw trI ttr! |t, fro% EfilffR riFaTTOTR riifvr *itt wrFet ^ 
R>TTR rittTlft RT % ffiRJ TORt TrfRTSfRf TT fTRT ritRT 
tTRRT Tt TiTri S/i 1 | Tt 4 1 ft xrRT TRffiR FrRt TORT ^ 
fTRJ rif R? $ f¥ Rri 5TTR "P TORR TT fTrit RtRTR tt RTtRri^ 
R^TRt ttfrifR riFri^lRR, 1 9 49 ^ TOTTOt R^TTR? RTTR IRT 
TOftR 4 riTR rit^ RT^ TO% rifhTRt RT ffiRTri JTRTR gf I 

2 . rtTR IR^JRT R? Fr^W f-ft | FT TO FftfR 

rifriRFiR Tt rirFiT % rVth TRrrfr rt rrtor Ftrr rt t! 
fri%R /fTt^RTR % ftrit Ttf riTR WRRt VffiR R?t fro, Iwt 

5TTR TT RtFr?R FftTR Rtft Tt’ri, Ttf Ffltri R?t TtRT TORRT 
TTi RlfRcff tfV. fRRlftR'f =k RTOEt 4 3IRRT TOTOTT fTtft 5TTR 
Tt riRTRRt R$f TtRT TORRT VRTRr'Y TTRT TRtTR dfl TtRT 
ITRRT frtft RTR Tt TOTfflRT VRRT S?TTR R?ff Ttrit Ft'^ R? 
fRTOFrifRR tRtT % trk ffiTOFrifrot 4 !to rt RTOiroftt TRiRflRr 
WRRT fR TtRT: — 
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( 1 ) wrifa iro fa tof ffp$ u # wwwr fro) -»fr mw % 

TOtt fffa fffa falff WTO ffWT <ff# if W7 TOW if »T fffrfffafaff 
TTflff WffT: 


ww **r fa# wro ifffr 4ft to toft if w#r wpfar wnffci toit 
ifrnr fa to w#w iPTwffrf *r# wf to i'qr jra tp?r faffT 

*1 w £ ; 


«*rr ttot iff w 

2 5 wt ffT . . . . tpr 

2 5 tow ?r ffrftnrr . . wm to 1 0 Jrfwvrw 

ww 2 s to# #> iff 
wftPF gf : 

to# fa wro yir ffjff to w v\ <pr wfar fatfr to *wfar 
(fa# wro *wfar % iaiff wytff w# ^ wfr) V si nr urn if ffwr 

Jiff Zifa ^ 1 OfffcRTW if wftPF 25 TOT# ^if Wt vfl wftTO 

5>, ffff# TORT ff fff 1 

to vfr wri | fa Pfr fa# mrfar #f ttot wwr wfr to 
wrtnfr if fa# jtttt if wipft# fa to towtr $r 1 

( 2 ) #F IRr TRt fff# ff# lilj fa# jrTO,. 'f-WTffT WTOT %# 
iff Tlfwr farm IJWWTff TOTO nfart FTTIJ $# # ffRW ffTO ff 
faffT TOT iff I 

( 3 ) 4 WTW, 19 7 8 ff?T TOT 7#T yf WTOTff % faff JTFff 

(fpnrtrf ww ffRta if to#, ww ffT#|«r # wr to wrffa ir 

fro ff^fr # w# (ffiriff *f) Ttfawf 1 

( 4 ) (^ffT fill Rif fff pFfff ff fj 41 1 0 ffTT # ffRl WTOT "3Tfa 
fatra ttto far wit jjffrarSr, w#w, wtot w$to# fa irt ht 
ff*fa Ptoi *ft w# fan# wr 4ft fwf wr# Prof ttot # 

W*(7T TO# % ffTOT if TORT WTTOTO. 5t I 

iff# fv sttto Tf^rif, wfr^r wtot frrff ir tor if Prt 
5fT^ Rif iff TVH 250 *TO t fffsrT ft fff flpff 4R^ if 

ffyif ffRfffff fVffi' 4ir R fifftrff wrjfffff sff ffirnff , ^ 

(5) fwf WR 0? TO 4 Tlt Rff, ff?lt TOT fir ffff «T 9 to- 
Tlff i*F ir Prffp ir TO TO Jffffr TOTITO TOirf ir faff TORT 

WTTOTO (ft I 

tot fir TRt frofr iPff tototo ffrff if froff to ftrurr 
ffffT TOT wfffTffTO Tirffa ir TJTOT % W. %iRTO ffffffff if TO 
TO TO fair ffff rffffff ffTfro Wffl if TO TrrffT Iff, TOffT mt^f TO 
TO ir ffTOff if ffl 9 *TO faffl ffifr (jf flfff 1 /til fffff TO f*TOfr 
ffTif 1 W Rff 7 5 0 wt ir ffT Trrrr fff TO TOR TO Rff sr^ 
ir ’j'i ffRfffff Fott ^ 4 r «rfr fa Pa t rt if v Tt itt ffroifr 1 

3. ^Rffff iRTTR ffff^jRT iff iff faTOr ^fff $ fa ff^roff 
TO TOt T^ffW WpTPTffff ffff TOfa % 4 ^r,ff 

(v) ff^rroff ffTO farofafaff ffrfffF TOiffPifft to ff%ffr, umTc( 

TOTOTf rrfnjf'ffff tort TOff rrfaijffffff to rtorj *tttot totu 

r^ff TOfftfaff fafajf WTOT fftfffffff TO WTOT 

VTO fTOfjrf ff^rro ffiffr nr Proff to fa trt rr^roff fa 4ft 
Piff ffff TOiff wror ffffffft, iff wftiFTOff totot % n^rfr fjifa- nff 

fflffn ffrf ^ 'f ' i ! r ffTrf TOT if, ffrf ffTfffft % fa ff TTTff TTTffTffffi |^f ; 

(*r) ffiroff fa ffif fffro TOTfffirflf Prff j^rt^ 

VflpffT ffTT fa o TOffffT ptffi TOff % ffTff TOT^ ff fa if if T- 
tff TO ffTOTT | I 

ttoj to «T^r tt pffT fffff wrurff fffff ?Vrr fa tojtoti to 
ffrf farfr rror % Ptt if TO'rfPdff ^rr fa 0 

340 G 1 / 77—4 


(ff) ff^TOtf TO, ffff ijRRfff iff, fff fffpr ff ffff ffffY $, 
TOTff ffffff TO;if % f TOR Rpfff % TT^Tfir TO rffar ifaffT fffa 
fffFrff TO TO TO jPfffff TO fffff fffTOR TOTOT fTO ff fff- WTOT 

TOff fPifffff if ffffTO fffrf prff ff ; 

(ff) TOTTRf TO riff ffTff TOTffr ffpT'JjPfffff ffff, fff TO ( fa) 
^r ffrff farff fffor, ff?Fff TOfff ’Tffffr mffi-^rTO % to^t PTOfff, 
^Pr-TOTO WTO] TOEFF TOfr nfff flf TOTff] WRffT TOTrftff ffff niff 
^r, fffifffapffff OTfffff if ^ff WTOr % TOOT ; 

( 1 ) farff i|ir wrifa if ff#f wq-rfFoPr rRTTOrfff itt ffEimrfwf, 
ir Pwffir ffTiff ffTFf TTOT ff^TIlff tor ffRl pffor 11 # 
ffTTT 4 ff fffff i, TTtT 

(2) farff WTO ffTffif ir ffffw: fliJtVTfff & ff~fa WTOT TO 
TFjorfff if fff% fff wPbrtoto wfavr % srwTffl 5# ir 

H|f it ffTT W, TO if fff fff 3 # ^t, TOff fflff W*f"i fffa* 
rjPafff TO wrfffff % wrjrrfffi ffit to faff 1 fror TOFff 

Tffvff ffffffff mm WTOT TOWff ^f I 

[ffo T{TF° 8 - 6 / 7 8 -rfofff o] 

(Department of Economic Affairs) 

(Banking Division) 

New Delhi, the 4th March, 1978 

ORDER 

S.O. 811. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (2) of section 45, read with clause (zb) of section 56 
of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the 
Central Government, after considering the applica.ion made 
by the Reserve Bank of India under sub-section (1) of the 
said section 45, hereby makes an order of moratorium in 
respect of the Vishvnfcarma Co-operative Bank Ltd. Bombay 
(hereinafter referred to as the Co-operative Bank), for the 
period from the close of business on the 9th March, 1978 
upto and inclusive of the 8th September, 1978 staying the 
commencement or continuance of all actions and pro- 
ceedings against the Co-operative Bank during the period of 
moratorium, subect to the condition that such stay shall not 
in any manner prejudice the exercise by the Government of 
Maharashtra of its powers under the Maharashtra Co- 
operative Societies Act, 1960. 

2. The Central Government hereby directs that, during 
the period of the moratorium granted to it, the Co-operative 
Bank shall not, without the prior permission in writing of 
the Reserve Bank of India, grant any loan or advance, incure 
any liability, make any investment or make or agree to 
make any payment, whether in discharge of its liabilities 
or obligations or otherwise, or enter into any compromise or 
arrangement, except making of payments, or incurring of 
expenditure, as the case may be, to the extent and in the 
manner provided hereunder — 

(I) out of the balance in every savings bank or current 
account or in any other deposit account, by what- 
ever name called, a sum not exceeding the 
following : 

Deposit amount Amount payable 

Upto Rs, 25 In full 

Above Rs. 25 10% of the deposit 

or Rs. 25 whichever 
is higher : 

Provided that the sum total of the amount paid in res- 
pect of the accounts standing in the name of any 
one person (and not jointly with that of any other 
person) does not exceed 10% of total deposit, or 
Rs. 25, whichever is higher: 
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Provided further that no amount shall be paid to any 
depositor who is indeted to the Co-operative Bank 
in any way; 

(ii) the amounts of any drafts or pay orders or cheques 
issued by the Co-operative Bank and remaining 
unpaid on the date on which the order of mo;a- 
torium comes into force; 

(iil) the amounts of the bills received for collection on 
or before 9fh March, 1978 whether realized before, 
on or after that date; 

(iv) any cxpediture which has necessarily to be incurred 
in connection with any suits or appeals filed by 
or against, or decrees obtained by or against, the 
Co-operative Bank, or for realizing any amounts 
due to It ; 

Provided that if the expenditure In respect of each such 
suit or appeal or decree is in excess of Rs. 250. 
the permission in writing of the Reserve Bank of 
India shall be obtained before the expenditure is 
incurred; and 

(v) any expenditure on any other item in so far as it 
is in the opinion of the Co-operative Bank neces- 
sary for carrying on the day-to-day administration 
of the Co-operative Batik : 

Provided that where the total expenditure on any item 
in any calendar month exceeds the average monthly 
expenditure on account of that item during the six 
calendar months preceding the order of mora- 
torium, or, where no expenditure has been In- 
curred on account of that item during the said 
period and the expenditure on such Item exceeds 
a sum of Rs. 250, the permission in writing of the 
Reserve Bank of India shall be obtained before 
the expenditure is incurred. 

3. The Central Government hereby also directs that, during 
the period of the moratorium granted to it, the Co-operative 
Bank — 

(a) may make the following further payments, namely, 

the amounts necessary for repaying loans or ad- 
vances granted against Government securities or 
other securities to the Co-operative Bank by the 
Government of Maharashtra or the Maharashtra 
State Co-operative Bank Ltd., or the State Bank of 
India or any of its subsidiaries or by any other 
bank and remaining unpaid on the date on which 
the order of meratorium comes into force ; 

(b) may operate its accounts with the Maharashtra 
State Co-operative Bank Ltd., or with any other 
bank for the purposes of making ihe payments 
aforesaid : 

Provided that nothing In this order shall be deemed to 
require the Maharashtraa State Co-operative Bank 
L!d., or such other bank to satisfy itself that the 
condition® imposed by this order are being observ- 
ed before any amounts are released in favour of 
the Co-operative Bank; 

(c) may return any bills which have remained unrealized 

to the persons entitled to receive them on a request 
being made in this behalf by such persons, if the 
Co-operative Bank has no right or title to, or 
interest in such bills; 

fd) may release or deliver good® or securities which have 
been pledged, hypotnecated or mortgaged or 
otherwise charged to it against any loan, cash cre- 
dit or overdraft, in the manner and to the extent— 

(i) in any case in which full "payment towards all the 
amounts due from the borrower or borrowers, 
as the case may be, has been received by the 
Co-operative Bank, unconditionally, and 

fii) in any other case, to such an extent as may be 
necessary or possible without reducing the propor 
lions of the margins on the said goods or secu- 
rities below the stipulated proportions, or the 
proportions which were maintained before the 
order of moratorium came into force, which- 
ever may be higher. 

[No. F. 8-6/78-AC] 


BTTTW 

JIToWTo 812- — -MtrYY fraftiRRR xrfftfftRR 1949 (l949 %T 
to) xft 0 TTT 56 % (rra) % RTB ifet RRT 4 5 8ft RR- 
IJRT 2 gnr RTTf SrflFTBY TT JrJTpT 8tlft Jtr if, -fra RT8R< 
3S8 ST7T 4 5 BRRKT ( 1 ) % WWfR RRRftr fl 4T R8> JTTT 
MY raft b tbbr br rat. Mtt Rrtft % rtc fY srmWt rrrt Rg- 

wraft ^ M, (fraft br% witf JMrft rt rbt If) 

% ft I^TFT 9 BTR, 1 978 *ffl ^RT 8 R fUTHriT ira pft 

rt 8 funi-JR, 19 78 RT Bit RR fkR *fft fjpTPPT VftlWH 

mfttrr ^irfr wrrftY B^pm: BfarraRR bM 8ft Brafft % 

fkra % fraras Rtfr 8 R)YrttrY RR RR Mr ram 

to r sn* nf rartfranfraf 8 ft- rani wst wf’ira Mr rarerr ^ 

srtf $ ftp br tpftrt ^ rbtr 8T Mftr 41 Ttrn: Jr R?r- 
Rfftfft BfftfRRR, 1949 % rrrr afttiT 1 ^ 
inr strYb Jr M rarft RTft rr^; wfimraf it srfftRR wra 
it 1 

2 . T-trtq fftrrt Rg fftftR Itff ^ fl Tt ptM 

bMrrr 8ft Brafu * rY<ir rtfprt fr vi/iftra flra4 rax: 8ft 
fftfftra jsftjufft % Mr 8ft£ ber B«rrar rtEhtt ftrar, Ml 
srrrt rt btMt fftriFTT Bp 8rirar, iftf ffttxr Riff xMr bbrt 
srrft rarfafraf bYr MtrrlMft ^ tnetr Jr bbxt b^tut Ml sttr 
8ft btwbY ap «r,Mr raBxr Bramt rw RlP f^ir 

BRRT MY SPRIT RT RrmYfTT BRBT siftra Riff 8 rYrar Mj R1J 

fftjrafaftm raft* Jr bYt MtFrM tfprr raf <rrarft<rfra xtrarafhtrt 
snm v# tYrt: — 

( 1 ) jrRrat rma R8t srurar ’rarq^ arm «nm MY wt rtr Jr 
58 TY 8t% Ml Bra raur qrrft Jr sfa ra 8 ra Jr Jr rnrrafbrM 

TTfYT 1581:— 

ranr r.8ra <nra 

2 5 rau^ H8T ... rpr 

2 5 Jr wM ^rar »ft 1 0 iftw 

Buprr 25 tM aft 
*fr srftrT gl ; 

rasri? ft: Brar 8ft mfl Ttra tft ■rt rfYu ftraY tprr wrfirra (Mfr 
srra raftra m«r rfraw if rafr) rir tarft- Jf rarar 
Tiftr % 10 trfrawR Jr bRjt B-»rar 25 w?, rrftr 5fr »fr srftrar 
tjY, TBIT W 8 T R gl 1 

uf 4Y br ^ f% ftJr ftrat raM 8ft nftf rarra bur Rip 8ft 

n j lofl raY ft>4r B 8 iK ft RtJXiTTf RRT i^r 4 ; 1 q j ® I 

( 2 ) rb itct rarft M f^ft ftrftY fw, ft-Bifra snrar 
raraft 8 ft rarftr Mrr 'jrrtr ftrr gtftr tRFj; ?tft 8 ft raifn R 8 t 
r Mr ntrr gr 1 

( 3 ) 4RT«I, 1978 8ft BW wft 'fJRRTR % Mr grnsr 
ffMl bYr RTRfW ft T?ft, RR Rpftl Rt BT RR RlttW % 
era 8ft mfr jfMY bY Trftrql 1 

(4) ^rt Btf w? rat M uf.f.Ttl fx: % in;r bbrt Rift: 
ftraa: rarara M Rft ^8raft, b41r, bw Rgnfr ffv aro bt 
rr% rY r^ frarap bt is? xft Mft bM ft^fY trir 8 ft 
8TJR 8Pft % RBRr ft 8TRT BTBBB8: gl I 

nsin" ft: BcBR Rxsh, BftYR BBBT fsBsl ftq-U ft fta^ 
rarft RTft erra 8ft TW 250 8Rft ft BfffR: f> Rt 8P.ft JT 
BroftB’ Mrft #8: 8ft fftMr B^rfft b?Y rantftY ; b fra 
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^ = — - 

( 5) fatft mt qT Ttt ST9, ^ tW fqt «qq 
ir % fern: q $-qr qn SPtt qnmrq ’qtrrafe Mr qrrqTqrmm 
if i 

qrrcf fe ui^t fetft ir?fr %%^rc qrq Sr fetft qq qq fen qqr 
y*f W nfsrwr wfer q qgq $ ®: qfereq q$q“r ir qq 
qq fef qi( qfer smi ir qf srraT ?t, rpqqr ^ 

% fupsr if qitf *qq q^r fan qn 5 ) wfa tjqi *fe q^ fen 

Offa qltTi *qq 2 50 W9 if qf TTi^ eft OT 9 ?riT 4Ti sqq qrtif 

ft yf qRtflq ffef ffe tt fefer qq Sr rnjqfa sff qrTtrrff 1 

,i %qffq *rwnc tpa^jrtr rfi fifer Wf t fa rnfercf 
Sfa * 5 r nrfacr srfsrrwr qfj rrxftr ip qfarq 

(qr) tfepnq % ffeMfe nfr rrerqfert vt rfen, rfetj 
trwrfr srferjfnqf rpqqr ttn jrfejfeff q~ bwr w 

98.ro «$ qvfefe qfa Mirer mm wrMq mm 

krfa faiqff tf^nw tiqtf n tferr u -9 ^qr a it rr^qnrt qqr qit 
fe m? ’s^aff mm rrfert, art nftnro rrfer % unfe 5 'fa qfr 
tTPtfa qpt ; M) mr *f, qfl qrqtff *k ff-tit Tmr iprqqqqi ; 

(<w) mpuff ffe qtf yrfe rmqfert qM % Mj q^Rh-j 

ffa M qw fefV mq fqr % wrar rm «rr^ Sf fer- 

^q qR rrs'of ^ 4 

qng fq trfarr vt tfe qrtf srrorq qjff ?krr far qnjqnfr 
q'r qit fefr qqqq ^ fe: qn% & qr^n irgTrrt; qffefe rqs ffr® 
wi 4 if fesfi qpq ^qr qrt v* Wff if sqq trrqqir wvqvff vt»rr 
Iflrr ft; w wfer ffttr ?rmf qf qnff qn =rqr jra qrfPT fen 
^ ^?r $ ; 

(q) n^qnxt qV, ^*r jfeqi qir, ®rt qr q5] 
gwt sttri qrei] % i[qqn< «srMrr $ qn^rttr qt: Wkr «j%qr uf* 
qrijfqfmfr ^qr rr jffeft qq rtf nfaqqq wqqr ^qr q ft wqr 
$*ft gMnff ir tot qitf %r q ft 1 

(*r) qfnrtt ^ imr nqqr qfq^fqnt qrt, qft fq (rV) 
^ qm fefr ■qrq, qqfq q^ qqqr wtqqjjirR: % afer fe^ ( 
ffre-rffT imi «w qtft ft mi tRrqr smifor qft qqft ft, 
feqfeffe qnM if ®tf wqr i qinir 1 

( 1 ) feff frit qrq% if rft qqrfefq qtmq, ' a] qr qrqqqrfqff, 
ir fqq% qnfr qrft wr qfqnrr fqr no fen 1# 
qnq qft «r*ft $; iftc 

( 2 ) feft *nq Mfet if fqfirre n^qnff ir ^r% jto qq 
w^qnrr q qlii sfr nfvrpnrq niqqr % snnqt ftif ir 
qfw ?n»k it, qqif qfr qt qi% ft, qqq qiq *fk qfq- 
<j;fqqt q^ qrfeq q; 3rjqrqf qit qrq fei fen q?fe 
Rnq fenfr tnqvqq. wqqr qqq ft 1 

[q» i^ 0 8-e/78-qo<fto] 

ORDER 

8 -0. 812.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (2) of section 45, rend with clause (zb) of section 56 
of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the 
Central Government, after considering the application made 
by the Reserve Bank of India under sub-section (1) of the 
said section 45, hereby makes an order of moratorium in 
respect of the Prabhadevi Janata Sahakan Bank Ltd,, 
Bombay (hereinafter referred to as the Co-operative Bank), 
for the period from the close of business on the 9th March, 
1978 upto and Inclusive of the 8th September, 1978 staying 
the commencement or continuance of all actions and pro- 
ceedings against the Co-operative Bank during the period of 
moratorium, subject to the condition that such stay shall 
not in any manner prejudice the exercise by the Government 
of Maharashtra of its powers under the Maharashtra Co- 
operative Societies Act, 1960, 


2. The Central Government hereby directs that, during the 
period of the moratorium granted to it, the Co-operative 
Bank shall not, wi.hout the prior permission in writing ol 
the Reserve Bank of India, grant any loan or advance, in- 
cur any liability, make any investment or make or agree to 
make any payment, whether in discharge of its liabilities 01 
obligations or otherwise, 01 enter into any compromise or 
arrangement, except making of payments, or incurring of 
expenditure, as the case may be, to the extent and in the 
manner provided hereunder : — 

(i) out of the balance in every savings bank or current 
account or in any other deposit account, by what- 
ever name called, a sum not exceeding the follow- 
ing : — 

Deposit amount Amount payable 

Upto Rs. 25 In full 

Above Rs. 25 10% of the deposit 

or Rs. 25 whichever 
is higher. 

Provided that the sum total of the amounts paid in res- 
pect of the accounts standing in the name of any 
one person (and not jointly with that of any other 
person) does not exceed 10% of total deposit, or 
Rs. 25, whichever is higher ; 

Provided further that no amount shall be paid to any 
depositor who is indebted to the Co-operative Bank 
in any way; 

(il) the amounts of any drafts or pay orders or cheques 
issued by the Co-operative Bank and remaining un- 
paid on the date on which the order of moratorium 
comes into force; 

(ili) the amounts of the bills received for collection on or 
before 9th March, 1978 whether realized before, 
on or atfer that date, 

(iv) any expenditure which has necessarily to be in- 

curred in connection with any suits or nppeais filed 
by or against, or decrees obtained by or against, 
the Co-operative Bank, or for realizing any amounts 
duo to it; 

Provided that if the expenditure in respect of each 
such suit or appeal or decree is in excess of 
Rs. 250, the permission in writing of the Reserve 
Bank of India shall be obtained before the expen- 
diture Is incurred ; and 

(v) any expenditure on any other item in so far as it is 

in the opinion of the Co-operative Bank, necessary 
for carrying on the day-to-day administration of the 
Co-operative Bank; 

Provided that where the total expenditure on any item 
in any calendar month exceeds ihe average monthly 
expenditure on account of that item during the six 
calendar months preceding the order of morato- 
rium, or, where no expenditure has been incurred 
on account of that item during the said period and 
the expenditure on such item exceeds a sum of 
Rs, 250, the permission in writing of the Reserve 
Bank of India shall be obtained before Ihe ex- 
penditure is incurred. 

3. The Central Government hereby also directs that, dur- 
ing the period of the Moratorium granted to it, the Co- 
operative Bank — 

(a) may make the following further payments, namely, 

the amounts necessary for repaying loans or ad- 
vances granted against Government securities or 
other securities to the Co-operative Bank by the 
Government of Maharashtra or the Maharashtra 
State Co-operative Bank Ltd., or the State Bank of 
India or any of its subsidiaries or by any other 
bank and remaining unpaid on the date on whkh 
the order of moratorium comes into force; 

(b) may operate its accounts with the Maharashtra Stale 

Co-operative Bank Ltd., or with any other bank 
for the purposes of making the payments afore- 
said; 
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Provided that nothing in this order shall be deemed to 
require the Maharashtra State Co-operative Bank 
Ltd. or such o.her bank to satisfy itself that the 
conditions imposed by this order are being observ- 
ed before any amounts are released in favour of 
the Co-operative Bank; 

(c) may return any bills which have remained un- 
realized to the persons entitled to receive them on 
a request being made in this behalf by such per- 
sons, if the Co-operative Bank has no right or 
title to, or interest in such bills; 

(d) may release or deliver goods or securities which have 

been pledged, hypothecated or mortgaged or other- 
wise charged to it against any loan, cash credit or 
overdraft, in the manner and to the extent : — 

(i) in any case in which full payment towards all the 

amounts due from the borrower or borrowers, 
as the case may be, has been received by the 
Co-operative Bank, unconditionally ; and 

(ii) in any other case, to such an extent as may be 

necessary or possible, without reducing the prs- 
portions of the margins on the said goods or 
securities below the stipulated proportions, or the 
proportions which were maintained before the 
order of moratorium came into force, whichever 
may be higher. 

[No. F. 8-6/78-AC.J 

wtkrr 

tToSTTo SI 3 . — ittrff fafawt TrftrftTT, 1949 ( 1940 tr 
10) tf ETRT 56 t spar (TT*) $ TTPT Tfet tTRT 4 5 tf to- 
m.T 2 % OKI qqn tftTTf tt xnfnnr TOTif jr TOtfq trtR 
wt etrt 4 5 tf tosttt (t) % vrrthi'q- fWf ftp am 
ftr ttf xrriTT Tt tt fhtR % tot if if^r fret tftf- 
fhr it ftTo (ft% to% Tumfi; TOtRf it tit wr f) 
tiror if trapm 9 tii, 1978 ^ ^ ^ 

if %tot, s ftrtfHT, 1978 tt xfR to frrtf fTOrrtT xrftTRTTT 
writ tncf tTrf froi tfaroro writ tf TOftr % 

aVrq it % faro Tr*ff triTTrofTr ftrr tott tot 

grt tf pf tRWTf tf urrrf wrr Rtfro ftrr tott § ftf^ ti 
JT?; | fT to wt % rtto tr ftfff tf tor it T^m 6 ? T^rrift 
taftrfgr xrftrfrTO, 1949 % tott TrtTTmj' trtr sttt tort if 
prrf tri TOi wfEpprOr tt sfet^w totto Tiff tf i 

2 . tfftT trtr tr^arpr pit fqhr itf $ hr 73 % tff*!T 
wfaroRT tf xrrftr t akrq tnppr% it 'rntfr fwt F tf 
f%f%tt yrfyrffr % fan ttf tott tfro qtf ftp, fttf 
totr tt trrfqpq tfftrr nO tin, tff fait Tiff tin sw 
xprif T lflfctf xfR hrofTTf t TfTOET % TOTT TOTOT fttf 5TTTT 

tf TOrrtf Tiff tin tot. xrrrrtf tot tfftR Ttf tin tott fttf 
totr *pt trWm wit ttittt Tiff tin ftf^ apgr fntf%fiiT 
utfi h tfR fqRtftrf tsnt tfn wf^rfh weTqftikt tmi 

>p%it : — 

( i ) ntf tp 5 Rtt fr. ipm srrcj; ta-% ttwr f«Ptft v% tot it 
SSTT% TT% ftpft ttrq '5TRT WT% if TtTO if it fTOTfttftrtr Ttftr 

rr 2 3 ^: — 

2 5prrftPP . . ■ 

2 5 pqf if tfftrr . 'tot ^tt i o srfdTra' 

ttttqr 2 5 pqf %f 
«ff ttftpp lit I 
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- — — ■ ■ ■ — - — - ...=-^= — if 

wf ft tprr fh rrf TTO tr JK tfftTT fwf t rt strftRT (fttff 

TOT »rf>RT % TTT<T tPjqfT Sift if stiff) PTtt Blif h TOT 

trftr ^ i o trftTTO if wfut srw 2 5 pro, ^ %t iff *tftw 

?>, ^trir TOtrr q 5‘r 1 

%f Jf ft tr¥r hrof toItot tr trf tto tot qff <ff 

TOpfr %r fttff Jttrt it tt^tprfr 5% qq tpron: 1 

(2) it am Tspft fai tf^ fwr pre, 4 -trrit: wtoi 
% tf tf TTfvr from MPflia rtto tn%TfT ttrr^ jji% tf mfNr tnr 
q ftpqr tPTT ift 1 

(3) 4 Ttri, 1978 tf xttot Tj^rir gi yt^ ^ ftp? 
jfhrof tftt to ir q^%, to qRta' fh m to mfftff ^ 
qre qgpt qff mfr jOrof iff Trftnff ; 

( 4 ) qtrr ttf wrq ftwf tt^ptO it % am xtrorr to% 

TOR ftpr^ PIT JJtqif, prffR, TOTO Tt?tTff it JITT TO 

qtr% fppr %f tpfr finTft to it tf Irorif trtff fttff tto tt 
tgR tri i irotr if ttqr xrrwt ijft 1 

TOii ft irtit rrtTO, xpfftr toto fTOTt it tfrow if ftt[ 
TOi ti% *ror aft kro 250 wi ir trfat ffr tff wtr tti ir 
i£% «TRtfhr ftari it ah fafirtr TOjrrhr %r TOpff ; iffp 

( 5) fttff TOT TO 5 R tlf *TO, dt ft TOJ »TOI TT^tTff 

it ir fipTOT ir it tr ifpp stotto wrh i f%pr toto mm 

?f I 

TOP? ft qft fprff irt iSpiTT TOtT if fttff TO TT ftTO 
pro ttr *ri xrfnTOTO TOher if ir w. iripur p#h if 
TO TO TT ftt; TO tffro TOfTOT *TO h iff TOrfT fr, ITTOT TTft 
TO TO ir TOTO if tff TOP rpff ftqr wr {[> xfR itff TOf TT 
ftrro TO% PPTr TOT 2 50 PTT h TOT tff TO 5 TTR tT TOT 

f Rf ir gi tottIt fr^i it tf f%f<ro tot if w^rft Tff torIV i 

3. TOtR. tTr^iRr t? ^ f^Rt 4 if ^ ft Tr^trif 
it th T-fttT TTftTRpnT TOftT % tVtPT 

(t) TOTRf it IroqftTfijT xftT TOTTfTTt TOT TTiTT, TOflJ 
TTTtrff TfT'Jjfrof XTTOT TOT STftT^fTOf TT TfRE? TRTOR WTOT 
TOR^ R.q ffRhfTO it ftfiRT WTOT 'TT TTtT RZ it WTOT 

to% fro^t totto itf tt ftrff tot it am iriftRf it tr 
fro ti ’^ 7 ’ff TOTf erfrof, if tfapTro xnTt i Tmifr gth th 
qrffty tt ^ttrr arrh ir i, iff TTTrfr i fTO ttot xrrtirTt g)r ; 

(?a) Tr^Rf tt tt jifror TOTTfrrt tro t ftn totpR? 
tf'Ttftr it ftr<> xttot ftrff tot it t tttt tm wi% if ifr- 

i*T TR H tdT ^ I 

tttj pit vvtw tr iTO tff qrm Tiff frrr ft xirzTft it 
tt fttrf ttot i farr tot if to% toRR£ tlrfftt it f%o 'ttot 
iir ftiff tot it tf to ttot ir tot xnrtr wtort tottt ittr 
ft to xhit irt TOTi wf tr it am ttttt ftrr arr 

; 

(t) TOTTTf it, TO JpRTf tf, if T qff ipf if, TOtf 

5 TPT tRf % ^totr TOftr i irjTfar tt tAtt Trim tPt tottO 
it tr to gfrorf tt tri xrf>iTR wtot ft t ' jf irror itfr 
5 fnrrf if tott tr^ f^r t i 

(t) tottO it 3 ir tttt mrr Tfqv^fmrf tf, if to (it) 

t TRI ftrff ^TOT, TTOT tt TOTT WfTT-JTTT % TTTT fipcif, !^fe- 
TOTt WTOT TOUT Wf TTf ff XTTOT TORTT TtlftT tf mff iff, 
fT*Tfaf«ff TTT%f if ® 1 T XPTTT i TitT ; 
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[rpi II— qur 3 ( ii ) J Rtrai nr tnpiw : 


( 1 ) fwr tffr rarat *r ranfriifi m nviiraivf, 

fr fim iraff raft vinr ttfim) ran intr finr vrtf 
sira nf raff *fk 

( 2 ) fmfr rag- rami if firfraz rapira if nfT rbit rat 

WiJTRfr If af’l'T iff Jlfe’am RR7T % 5T*T1^I Ujlf ?T 
mrit mu *r, rant rar nf s'i, w btr sfa- 

v^fw'r ra Rrfrar n wrannf nt mi fair frarr ratnf 
71 m faraff wwt wri urn ftr 1 

jtto trqia 8- 6/ 7 8-T->ii "] 

ORDER 

S.O. 813. — In exercise of the powera conferred by sub- 
section (2) of section 45, read with clause (zb) of section 
56 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), 
the Central Government, after considering the application 
made by the Reserve Bank of India under sub-section (1) of 
the said section 45, hereby makes an order of moratorium 
in respect of the Dohad Saifee Co-operative Hank Ltd., 
Bombay (hereinafter referred to as the Co-operative Bank), 
for the period from the close of business on the 9th March, 
1978 upto and inclusive of the 8th September, 1978 staying 
the commencement or continuance of all actions and proceed- 
ings against the Co-operative Bank during the period of mora- 
torium, subject to the condition that such stay shall not in 
any manner prejudice the exercise by the Government of 
Maharashtra of its powers under the Maharashtra Cooperative 
Societies Act, 1960. 

2. The Central Government hereby directs that, during the 
period of the moratorium granted to it. the Co-operative Bank 
shall not, without the prior permission in writing of the 
Reserve Bank of India, grant any loan 01 advance, incur any 
liability, make any investment or make or apree to make any 
payment, whether in discharge of its liabilities or obligations 
or otherwise, or enter into any compromise or arrangement, 
except making of payments, or incurring of expenditure, as 
the case may be, to the extent and in the manner provided 
hereunder — 

(i) out of the balance in even' savings bank or current 
account or in any other deposit account, by whatever 
name called, a sum not exceeding the following : — 

Deposit amount Amount payable 

Upto Rs. 25 In full 

Above Rs. 25 100 per cent of the deposit 

or Rs. 25 whichever is higher. 

Provided that the sum total of the amounts paid in respect 
of the accounts srandfng in the name of any one person (and 
not jointly with that of any other person) does not exceed 
10 per cent of total deposit, or Rs. 25, whichever is higher : 

Provided further that no amount shall be paid to any de- 
positor who is Indebted to the Co-operative Bank in any 
way; 

(ii) the amounts of any drafts or pay orders or cheques 
issued by the Co-operative Bank and remaining un- 
paid on the date on wnich the order of moratorium 
comes, into force; 

(iii) the amounts of the bills received for collection on 
or before 9th March, 1978 whether realized before, 
on or after that date, 

(iv) any expenditure which has necessarily to be incurred 
in connection with any suits or appeals filed by or 
against, or decrees obtained by or against, the Co- 
operative Bank, or for realizing any amounts due to 
it. 

Provided that if the expenditure in respect of each such 
suit or appeal or decree is in excess of R.s. 250, the permission 
in writing of the Reserve Bank of India shall be obtained 
before the expenditure is incurred; and 

(v) any expenditure on any other item in so far as it is 

in the opinion of the Co-operative Dank necessary 
for carrying oil the day-to-day administration of 
the Co-operative Bank : 


Provided that where the total expenditure on any item In 
any calendar month exceeds the average monthly expenditure 
on account of that item during the six calendar months 
preceding the order of moiatorium, or, where no expendi- 
ture has been incurred on account of that item during the 
said period and the expenditure on such Item exceeds a sum 
of Rs. 250, the permission in writing of tho Reserve Bank 
of India shall be obtained before the expenditure is incurred. 

3. The Central Government hereby also directs that, during 
the period of the moratorium granted to It, the Co-operative 

Bank- 

fa) may make the following further payments, namely, 
the amounts necessary for repaying loans or ad- 
vances granted against Government securities or other 
securities to the Co-operative Bank by the Govern- 
ment of Maharashtra or the Maharashtra State Co- 
operative Bank Ltd., or the State Bank of India or 
any of its subsidiaries or by any other bank and 
remaining unpaid on the dote on which the order 
of moratorium comes Into force; 

(b) may operate its accounts with the Maharashtra State 
Co-operative Bank Ltd., or with any other bank for 
the purposes of making the payments aforesaid; 

Provided that nothing in this order shall be deemed to 
require the Maharashtra State Co-operative Bank Ltd., or 
such other bank to satisfy itself that the conditions imposed 
by this order are being observed before any amounts are re- 
leased in favour of the Co-operative Bank; 

(c) may return any bills which have remained unrealized 
to the persons entitled to receive them on a request 
being made in this behalf by such persons, if the Co- 
operative Bank has no right or title to, or Interest in 
such bills; 

(d) may release or deliver goons or securities which have 
been pledged, hypothecated or mortgaged or other- 
wise charged to it against any loan, cash credit oi 
overdraft, in the manner and to the extent'- 
ll) in any case in which full payment towards all the 

amounts due from the borrower or borrowers, as 
the case may be, has been received by the Co- 
operative Bank, unconditionally, and 

(ii) in any other case, to such an extent as may be 
necessary or possible, without reducing the pro- 
portions of the margins on the said goods or securi- 
ties below the stipulated proportions, or the pro- 
portions which were maintained before the ordet 
of moratorium came into force, whichever may bo 
higher. 

[No. F. 8-6/78-AC] 


if ftHff, 9 RTst, 1978 

ftTo WT= 814:— #faR faftWT ufafamT, 1949 (l949 

m 10) iff err 56 ^ bw ifra tint 53 ffRT turn 
stfaraff tt rafPr jtf, %nrfa rain Rn^dHt nroftn fkraf 
♦it Tf ftrafew ra rar Rfmrr nraff $ fir mr trfiriwr iff 
ijttt 31 bbt ifanr fafrarm (rawd nfafrari) firrar, 1966 
i; famr 10 it ratratr 'ftjur nfsirr^fai «fa fao, 

x^rarpm iri ff Td m trot nifi ?ffa s/, 1 m, fit -adid 
raraw 30 3 jjf, 1977 in ramrr raff ran itfwn nf frifi 
% tm-un in % ran trn ^rar rar ran rant 1 rai 
^ a I- f sm if 1 

[rara TF 0 s- 2/ 7 8 -R » iff « ] 
rati) < ram rail, rat nfai 

New Delhi, the 9th March, 1978 

S.O- 814. — In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
section 53 read with section 56 of the Banking Regulation Act, 
1949 (10 of 1949). the Central Government, on the recom- 
mendation of the Reserve Bank of India, hereby declares that 
the provisions of section 31 of the said Act and Rule 10 
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of the Banking Regulation (Co-operative Societies) Rules, 
1966 shall not apply to the Aurangabad peoples’ Co-operative 
Bank Ltd., Aurangabad in so far as they relate to the publi- 
cation of its balance sheet, profit and loss account for the 
year ended the 30th June, 1977 together with the auditor’s 
report in a newspaper. 

[No. F. 8-2/78-AC] 
M. P. VARMA, Under Secy. 

Tf ftt'i i , 1 0 uH, 1978 

Wo 8lS.— TTWffttftt <V (tTTS 5TVt4 grpfsr) 
1970 % w* 3 % mrerV (?) V wym Jr 
tPOTTr nwflinr srrvfft fftpf tv % qrnnt Jr tto tt? w, 
www, rcTrftrcrs' svtFtmi ftwtJft umIRtuvh (iftwr), tL- 28 , 
iSto snsfrfiT, fetfr, iff m?, 1978 V lot ft? & wrtrw 
<mfr tfft 1 9 a 1 v ft? vr tn^rtt 5 ft m? 

3 Tf wrfa V ftrtr tstot TunTtr tv vr ftftvrv ftnjvi 
wtfr |i 

[tPBTT 9/23/77-?t ®Wto] 

ftr?, ?y? FfTr 


New Delhi, ihc 10th March, 1978 

S.O. 815. — In pursuance of sub-clause (f) of clause 3 of 
the Nationalised Banks (Management and Miscellaneous Pro- 
visions) Scheme, 1970, the Central Government, after con- 
sultation with the Reserve Bank of India, hereby appoints 
Dr. Ram Das, Chairman, Appropriate Technology Develop- 
ment Association (India), A -28, Friends Colony, New Delhi 
as a Director of the Punjab National Bank for a period of 
three years commencing on the 10th day of March, 1978 and 
ending with the 9th day of March, 1981. 

[No. F. 9/23 /77-BO. 1J 
BALDEV SINGH, Jt. Secy. 

sgto wto 816 . — *fanr ftfawr wftrft??, 1949 (1949 

grr 10 ) «ff trrcr is % Jf Vpfft nwt mrr V 

swftr? % ftrn uusai «r 4»t vr v?<yr $ : — 

1. tv WIT, iftTr I 

2 . iv wn; ifanrr, 1 

3. ???? tv, ttt ftwft 1 

4. tv WTO "PVt I 

5. VPftPW 4V, VTWT I 

s. *?rj tv, 1 

7 . #V wtv tftwr, wrar 1 

s. t?r 4v, jprrf 1 

9 . twite tv, ?4ftwi 

1 0 . ^ftr? tv wtv tftvr, 1 

1 1 . tv, vbvtu 1 

1 2. iflsss tV, 9 3T*T 1 

1 3. tV WTV mjITlo?, ^TT I 

1 4 . WTSTC#! tv, WITH I 

[tftrr ?vo 3 - 2 / 77 -tto «ft-I) 

?o nr® W Rlftv 


S.O. 816. — In pursuance of section 18 of the Banking 
Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby notifies, for the purpose of the said Bection, the 
following banks, namely r — 

1. Central Bank of India, Bombay. 

2. Bank of India, Bombay. 

3. Punjab National Bank, New Delhi 

4. Bank of Baroda, Bombay. 

5. United Commercial Bank, Calcutta, 

6 . Canara Bank, Bangalore. 

7. United Bank of India, Calcutta. 

8. Dena Bank, Bombay. 

9. Syndicate Bank, Manipal. 

10. Union Bank of India, Bombay. 

11. Allahabad Bank, Calcutta. 

12. Indian Bank, Madra.s 

13. Bank of Maharashtra, Poona. 

14. Indian Overseas Bank, Madras. 

[No. F. 3 /2/77-BO. I) 
C. W. MIRCHAN D ANT , Under Sccy. 

if ftwfT, 13 ?pt, 19 78 

VT® VT® 817— W ttfiT f??p wfhfWT 1961 ( 1 9 6 1 

vr 47 ) vr mrr e vr swir ( 2 ) V ?r? <rft? grmrr(i) 

V lyi® (?) mfttJT V P-^M < IJ I if trftlW d -It' I * t(?Viro 

pimfr? ttvr tWr ft?? pin? % wfft wurgr *fr srowiTo 
?ftfr vt 17 mt, 1978 if «rT vf vr wft: wnferV ?fiT 

Vr?T ftp? tf fiftw V v? Jr uTfati vnfr 1 

[trwrtpK- 6/l/78-4ft»Wr«-I) 
V® Tfto TTP, f-ftjiv 

New Delhi, the 13 th March, 1978 

S.O. 817. — In pursuance of the provisions of clause (d) of 
sub-section (1) read with sub-section (2) of section 6 of the 
Deposit Insurance Corporation Act, 1961 (47 of 1961), the 
Central Government hereby nominates Shri J. R. Joshi, Zonal 
Manager, Life Insurance Corporation of India, Madras, as a 
director of the Deposit Insurance Corporation for a further 
period of two years with effect from 17th March, 1978. 

[No. F. 6/1 /78-BO. 1] 
J, C. ROY, Director 


?f ftfsfr, 14 TT-4, 1978 

*T 0 «T» 818 — ifvrftfTnPT wfhft?*r, 1949 ( 1 949 VT 10) 
Wl ?TTT 5 6 V aftfl Nisi 5 3 ITTT Mtn viftffiff VT tWl’T VT^T 
frrft |rT ) trwt tr^lTTr , WTTffft Poft tv Vf ftTVlft? 
vk Vimgr Trtifr | fv wfrft?? V) tnu 1 1 ?wrt ( i ) 
% ?T?ST, sfrt?TVTT 'fry? VTWFTftftr 4v f ?0 Vt, 1 ?T8t 
1977 % 28V<?0, 1979 6V Vt W?ftr 3f(T3[ ?jfr ffft I 

[? 0 t^llc 8-1/78-1(0 tfTo] 

^To t(?o ?? «fvr 

New Delhi, the 14th March, 197B 

S O 818 - — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 
53 read with Section 56 of the Banking Regulation Act, 
1949 (10 of 1949) the Central Government, on the recom- 
mendation of the Reserve Bank of India, hereby declares that 
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the provisions of sub-section ( 1 ) of Section 11 of the said 
Act shall not apply to the Aurangabad Peoples’ Co-operative 
Bank Ltd., Aurangabad for the period from 1st March, 1977 
to 28th February, 1979. 

[No. F. 8-1/78-AC] 
V. N. BAHADUR, Dy. Secy, 


2. Existing entries under Col. 1, 2 and 3 shall be substituted 
by the following entries : — 


Commissioner Headquarters 
of 

Income-Tax 


Jurisdiction 


5T7 wf* 1 

nf 1 trow;, 1977 

(wnr-qrc) 

Wo wio sib. — ttww tt iff-#, srnr-^r rrfsjfbrrE, 
1961 (1961 W 43 ) HTO 121 otsott ( 1 ) 5 tn 
srom urfVtrqir vr spfw trtft jrr *rnx-trtEr w yaj 1 h wf) ftarr sppfr 

WffffTTT rto 1755 (Wo rfo 1 87/3/77-tpfo ffo (170 I) 

tmfbr 30 wifcr, 1977 if tfsfttpr ttut £i 


2. ETIST (1), (2) tfK (3) srfrfcff % WPT Tt 
P r ^ ' M i r r sr P t fet fl tSF) wtnft, w«rffr ;■ — 


dMT 

WPJTT 

ijOTrara 

1 fty T 1 <, 

1 

2 

3 



l. rrrmn sjw trtf emr-'PT 





2. rrfrW-I, WW44, 

3 . rrrctT-11, wn 4 4 , 

4. fV>thT trfwr, wts 

5 . afar wf%w, was; 

6. tmtflTr 

7 . wnTT»ft 

8- 

9. ie oi-^l 1 

10 . arrr^ 

1 1 . srrwV 

12 . fttfrii 

13. ftWAt 

14 . * ivfy^T 

15 . rrafbrjT ijfKt 

16. tfmtriVrtr 

17. -DflWU 

1 8. 4'fltl'Pl 
19. 'ftsMVfl 

2 0. TTITJT 

21 . tnPT^fr 

22. UTTXSlKl’Tt 

23. tfbiTjr 
24- 'dW n 

tr? wfkgsrtr 1-1 1-19 77 lr snmft ffbfti 

[tfo 2039/Wo tto 1 6 9/5/77-WTf o^l-o (tTo-I)] 

trtro emeft, xnrt 

CENTRAL BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES 
New Delhi, the 1st November, 1977 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 819. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section 
(1) of Section 121 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the 
Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby makes the following 
amendments to the Notification No. 1755 (F. No. 187/3/77-IT 
(AI) dated 30th April, 1977 as amended from time to time, 


1 

2 

3 

Lucknow 

Lucknow 

1 . Estate Duty-cum-Income- 



tax Circle, Lucknow. 



2. Circle-I, Lucknow. 


3. Circle-11, Lucknow. 

4. Special Circle, Lucknow. 

5. Salary Circle, Lucknow. 

6. Almora. 

7. Barabanki. 

8 . Bareilly. 

9. Bijnore. 

10. Budaun. 

11. Chandausi. 

12. Hardoi. 

13. Haldwani. 

14. Kashipur. 

15. Lakhimpur-kheri, 

16. Moradabad. 

17. Najibabad. 

18. Nainital. 

19. Pilibhit. 

20. Rampur. 

21. Rae-Bareili, 

22. Shahjahanpur. 

23. Sitapur. 

24. Unnao. 

This notification shall take effect from 1-11-1977. 

[No. 2039/F.No. 189/5/77-IT(Ai)) 
M. SHASTRI, Under Secy. 

wntrt WUJWtT Wtfiwr, qfltulKT 

<TfcmTT, 15 Rtf, 1978 
(nnpTr) 

Wowto 820. — ww wfaPm, i96i tmr 287 %xtftf 

trqtptrr f^ftf rrntr 444 nm xrftnsr s. * irtrntfV 

% rft tfrfr 31 - 3-1977 0 ) "ft-: 

1 . 4TT4TW W -11*1 *fT tT’Ef'W fif? tW), al'ici 

4?tf wnflw wtw ftrw, 
rnrwr 1 

2. ’^Vqfl'WR 1,7 6, 84 9/-t(o 

[n« #0 tT/gWWT/III] 

fr» t")o 

Office of the Commissioner of Income Tax, Patiala 

Patiala, the 15th March, 1978 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 820.— List of defaulters for payment of tax of 
Rs. one lakh and above as on 31-3-1977 to be published under 
section 287 of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

1. Name of the assessee: Shri Dhanwant Singh Sckhon, 

C/o M/s. Ashoka Oil Mills, 
Samrala. 

2. Amount in default: Rs. 1,76,849.00. 

[F.No.Rcc/Publication/III] 

V. P, GUPTA, Commissioner, 
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W Wl gahT ftnftq OTTO WJT 7«t fttwT W8T, nw, J'tfr 

ITOtT, 20 faTOTT, 1977 

ftTOtq 4e<TO *J?8t 

TTo «TIo V 821. — ft^T P^TTO T[TO7 BpPnwr 1944 ft IW 

5 arrcr stott urfftrftt tt srPt jit 77^0x13 ft ot wfiiTi'O 
lit aft in if stott TPTTfprf ftpfw ^tto xpr & wnfstT Tift 
$, ftTOpT OTTO SJfT fTOTTTOTTt 1 944 ft. fTOPT 49T if TOP 

inritfift tit tifwiff tt jt'tEt wrft tt wfftYTT ft?rr f i 

[fto l/ 77 -ft°TO»{°/Tfi fto V (ifi) 8-l/77/w°IT>>/ft ^To^o-Il] 

OTJfm fft? ftror, w^rf 

Office of the Collector of Central Excise, Madhya Pradesh, 

Indore 

Indore, the 20th December, 1977 
CENTRAL EXCISE 

SO. 821.— In exercise of the powers vested in me under 
Rule 3 of the Central Excise, Rules 1944, I hereby empower 
the Officer not below the Rank of the Assistant Collector 
Central Excise, to exercise the powers of the Collector under 
Rule 49A of Central Excise Rules, 1944. 

[No. 1 /77-Central Excise/C. No. V( 18)8-1 /77/MP/CEII] 

M. S. BINDRA, Collector 

ftnrt«r otto wj(F«p- rwTfntam, imt 

trayc 24 TRTOt, 1978 

(ftifttu OTTO <p«) 

TTo Wfo 822. — ftfiftfi OTTO 7JTO7 fTOWPlftt, 1944 % 

Beet 233 ft xpcp'id tort vrfftrftf <0 tptpt *"<5 57 It ijto- 
ittt wifttr in f ft ftnftT otto tpr tht^iVto trst 
ft tdwrt 1 tfor ft wrft tt% ftfttT otto ftfrr; to ti» 

26-tf % wroftw ffirr tut wpit twpt % wftt fftfftftraT ftwr fftr 

ftpftT otto Tpr rTOOTftt, % Brow. 43 ( 2 ) ft wftfwr |, 

Vi ■) 'Vl4 si 1 oa 1 ft TOTTR WTO T r 4 wl < 34 RT TTft Wt 

wftrw ijwwt wfftwR ^ ft ftwflw otto ttptr ft wsftijTT/fftftt- 
«T Tt ftftl ft TRWTTft ftt wfuTR <HsT ft wftlWT/fftffiiTT ft 
VpftWW ft 5 fwfttfttTT % fftw ft fftqTT f, TTW TOT TTft WT 3WRT 

S' y A tit ’) 2 -i 1 ww ft ww 1 2 to g^ft trtr wr trur 
tw it tw 24 ft? wjft trftrtrn; <fcr % wtftwr/fftftWY ft 
tmtfrro Sr 'TfWPP? I 

[xtRtoJTOTOT Too 3/l978/ftW°V(8) 52-ftWo/V/77-WTW 2/ 1 0 562] 

ft o WTHT WPP3, 

Central Excise Collectorate, Kanpur 

Kanpur, the 24th February, 1978 
(CENTRAL EXCISE) 

S.O. 822, — In exercise of the powers conferred on me 
under Rule 233 of the Central Excise Rules, 1944, I hereby 
order that all manufacturers of Copper and Copper Alloys, 
falling under Item 26-A of the Central Excise Tariff, within 
the jurisdiction of the Central Excise Collectorate, Kanpur, 
shall send advance intimation of stoppage and resumption of 
production in the factory as required under 43(2) of the 
Central Excise Rules, 1944, to the jurisdictional Superintendent/ 
Inspector of Central Excise, so as to reach him not less than 
12 hours before such stoppage or resumption in case of 
factories situated within a radius of 5 km from the office of 
the jurisdictional Superintendent /Inspector and not less than 
24 hours before such stoppage or resumption in other cases. 

[Notification No. 3/1978/C. No. V(8) 52-Tech. /V/ 

77-Pt. 11/10562] 

K. PRAKASH ANAND, Collector 


1978/CHAITRA 4. 1900 [Part II— Sf.c. 3(ii)]^ 

Wlfou W WWW 

W$ fftsftt, 13 WTW, 1978 

WTo xfTo 8 2 3 ■ ft 'fro TRTTT, wftPT ftfftlTT ( frlTTOR ) 
wfftfippT, 1952 ( 1 9 5 2 TO 7 4 ) Tt STTTi 5 ft WtfR trf’TOTT 

"TO tpro tfWTOt hrfTOT, 4 3 OTnfV Jjqro TTO, TOrTOTt 

sm ottot % % f'RR firfi rpt xrr4^fi tt totot ritit 

xitoet T TOnTOf h Ottr ?t)t jpmrPT trr inA it 

fhfTT TROT TOTOR 47 flTO 4 WN TfTOffh 4 41 ffTOT, TTTfffTT 

t xt ttflrffirm - Tt tnrr o t jri trort ^rfxm 1 tt tupt tt 
TTT “ s-i n S Tt M On 41 TTT5T, fTOTT, UTtTT, fi 0 1 M3 , TfPTT 

tfo. fir^TT TTOTI xftr UO'TH'H 5TOTT TOTT fpiftTIT ^ TT TFRT 

wwl 4 TOT" (fTORT RTOT UT RfRrfTO |) T?t wfim hfiTOTOft 
T TT7( 4 2 9 RTT, 1 978 tt 28 UR!, 1 979 (fiXTtJr fi Ttfif fTOT 
Vf fi-rRtfOT |) Tt UT TT Xft wfhfTTT TraTTfs % ftpr UTTOTT 
STTRT TTfft ?[ I 

2. TTO5RT g?TT TTOTT Ttt Trtf T Wtftfi jt fr OTt PTH^X 
74- Brorft TT XPTT7TT TTiTT ift TOTOT TRTR STtfiPt fflTT TTPt- 
wt tt ftpr tmt i 

[fuTtP OTTT 12(l)-Wt^o ?fo/78] 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 

New Delhi, the 1 3th March, 1978 

S.O. 823. — The Central Government, having considered 
in consultation with the Forward Markets Commission, 
the application for renewal of recognition made under 
Section 5 of the Forward Contracts (Regulation) Act, 

1952 (74 of 1952) by the East India Jute & Hessian 
Exchange Limited, 43, Netaji Subhas Road, Calcutta and 
being satisfied that it would be in the interest of the 

trade and also in the public interest so to do, hereby 

grants, in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 6 
of the said Act, recognition to the said Exchange for a 
further period of one year from 29th March, 1978 to 
28th March, 1979 (both days Inclusive) in respect of for- 
ward contracts In raw lute (including mesta) in the States 
of West Bengal, Bihar, Assam, Meghalaya, Orissa and 
Tripura and the Union Territories of Arunachal Pradesh 
and Mizoram. 

2. The recognition hereby granted is subject to the 

condition that the said Exchange shall comply with such 
directions as may from time to time, be given by the 
Forward Markets Commission. 

[F. No. 12(1) /IT/78] 

TTo xn° 824 — HTTH, TPTOT OTTTT UTTPr ft TTT- 
Tvl TT%, frr TfiTOTT TJE" TR* ftfftlR 7TTTTTO fft f ftj- g 4.1 fttmft 

ftw, ttoit jttt wfirr ftfror (fftfftqTTO) xrFuPi'qg, 1952 

( 1952 Tt 7 4) Tt URT 5 *7 TtoBt fTft fift TRTOT $ m ftT TT 
^7 fftft TT fTTTT TT ftft ftVr TTOTETTO ft Trrft TT fr 

TTTT TO1TR % ffr ft ftV. fttrfffi ft 4t fPlT, OTT (ffg-. 
tft URt 6 SRT TTT s((Vl4l TT TpfPT TT?t ^7 TfTO 
TTr^TO Tt TPWr TOT ft TO TTTT (frftt vft JTTR ift faftt 

fftro tt firoft wTO fftfrorfrrr tttt ft topT to 1 ffTOrr wtr 
frfPTt TOTTft % TT| TT fttft TT TPff, JTTtA TT UT ftftt) 
ft WfiPT ftfTOTWf Tft TTTOT 29 Tfif, 1978 ft 28 Tpf, 1979 

(fftrft ftftf fftr fifRTfftp f) Tt tt apf ift wtr TPTRrftr ft 

fpp 7-^3 RT TTTOPT TOR TTtft ?[ I 

PTTOtTTiT-- — TP wRigTOTT ft 'TTfTTTT TOT’ TO ft wfwftr 

(l) TTTTPT TO TTrfftn WfpfTOTT, 195 1 (TftTOT TOPT 
WfufTOPT 195 1 TT 33) ftt (JTTT 5 ft WTO ( 2 ) 
ft TOTTTff TOpR TTTTTT TPTT TOfft TTPT gfrRT Rif TT 
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vrntt 34 414143 : 41+ 25, 1978y+3 4, 1900 

smr nftjnrt tt inrtJT vx u++r nrn+lW'-T 

vf'fi tfrur ftrTnh ,falRT3 f4 srrft fair Iirr FTTTik 4° 'ft oj 

WlTo'fto /2443303 +1 flWwpf fafT+T 5 rfa T? +T 3 pfT $ I 

3 . 7 T=r tnn+rr ift rrtnr-wfnr frorcit srfa "ft xnjfafr w^rr 
Jr ■jTtxV 3?) 31 t+r $ i 

[wrr^o»ftowrfo|i3/7(5-77/'ft<ii^t>^o po] 
'Jc rriTo TT^T, 74-4W fdlRPfi 


[+T4 II— W"! 3(ii)] 


fir >40314 fair +Vi mf) 4 j 331 rfr t>t ifix 

^ ti 3 ifr pm t i f 4i 4 *4 h i-i zr+r>far dnTTiftnrr 3 

-h --i / 1 *1 ; 

( 2) Iftiwi TOT*, xffa 

( 3 ) 24 unir, mforr, irnm 4it 1 jrmrt fanji 

2- PT^HR spRT 441444 T4 + XTStTtffa t fT OTT 

P34++ fafa+t 33 sr-pppi t'ott 3 ft 31431 jrrsnr xifati 
9144 444-444 T4 fa4 31+ I 

[f^rffTfr 4$n 12 ( 1 ) s] 

3) 0 6|)fa , xr4'4, 314 4'fad 


S.O. 824.— The Central Government, having considered 
in consultation with the Forward Markets Commission, 
the application for renewal of recognition made under 
Section 5 of the Forward Contracts (Regulation) Act, 
1952, (74 of 1952) by the East India jute & Hessian 
Exchange Ltd., 43, Netaji Subhas Road, Calcutta, and 
being satisfied that it would be in the interest of the trade 
and also in the public interest so to do, hereby grants, 
in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 6 of the 
said Act, recognition to the said Exchange for a further 
period of one year from 29th March, 1978 to 28th March, 
1979 (both days inclusive) in respect of forward contracts 
in jute goods (hessian and sacking cloth or bag or both, 
twines or yarns or both manufactured by any or the mills 
or any other manufactures of whatever nature made 
from Jute) in the city of Calcutta. 

EXPLANATION. — In this notification, the expression 
'“city of Calcutta” means : — 

(1) Calcutta as defined in Clause (ii) of Section 5 of 

the Calcutta Municipal Act, 1951, (West Bengal 
Act. 33 of 1951), together with part of Hastings 
North or South edge of Clyde Row and Strand 
Road to the river bank and the areas which were 
previously under the now defunct Tollygnnae 
Municipality. 

(2) The port of Calcutta ; and 

(3) The Districts of 24 Parganas, Nadia. Howrah and 

Hoogly. 

2. The recognition hereby granted is subject to the condi- 
tion that the said Exchange shall comply with such direc- 
tions as may from time to time, be given by the Forward 
Markets Commission. 

[F. No, 12(1) AT/78] 
V. SRINTVASAN, Dy. Secy. 


jpw fa«i’r3i, W'nrr-faWVr ct mvi r wv 
wriir 

4+ faufT, 8 f^4F3T, 19 7 7 

3fTo XJIo 825. — 4+Rt Ti43?TpPRr 34X4faTJr4 XTfa jfT4r 
fafaS* |4T13T3 3") 10,500 44+ (%3W 33 ^JiT4 3+? ^ 

W() % fwtr trixifa 440 'ffo/xmo+jo/ 2443 303/tf4° tn^o t T a j 
P4°/62/43-44 5TTPT fal41 441 4T I 1-314 43?t 413+4 nf) 

4 ) 4 i- 4 [W fwrtft srfa 3 ?) xnjfa T h % f++ $pr xrnm 34 faqu- r 
f3t3T far 434 433 sTTjjfa 3+ 55 4j4T-4w fmrr+t srf?r <rt 
I 41+ >4? 43344 >444 $ far 4+41 tp3t f43rT4t srfff, *fht|T- 
3(437 aifanrlfl, 3>3+ % <TT44 <T3fal4 3rr4Tf 4+ «ft I 

2. *14+ 33? % Jr OT3331 + t(3t 3T44 43 3Tf3tT 

fa444 t I 3^J4TR If 34 343 & 44^ £ fa: 434 413+4 3?) >373 
4)44 W43t fa344f) srfrr +r nf ^ i 44: 444 rfaftftRr 44443 (faif- 
3tr) 4fa3 1955 farrfar 7-1 2-55 3ff OT-WRT y/jfjojfji, ) ffrTr 
430 GI/77— 5 


Office of the Chief Controller of Imports & Exports 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 8th December, 1977 

SO, 825.— M/s. Electronics Corpn. of India Ltd.. Hydera- 
bad were granted an import licence No. P/RP/2443303/ 
N/MA/H/62/43-44 dated 5-1-1977 for Rs. 10,500 (Rupees 
Ten thousand and five hundred only). They have applied 
for the issue of a duplicate Customs Purposes copy of the 
said licence on the ground that the original Customs Pur- 
poses copy has been lost. It is further stated that the 
original Customs Purposes copy was registered with the 
Customs authorities at Bombay. 

2. In support of this contention the applicant has filed an 
affidavit. I am accordingly satisfied that the original Customs 
Purposes copy of the said licence has been lost. Therefore 
in exercise of the powers conferred under Sub-clause 9(cc) 
of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955 dated 7-12-1955 as 
amended the said original Customs Purposes copy of licence 
No. P/RP/2443303 dated 5 1-1 977 issued to M/s. Electro- 
nics Corpn. of India Ltd. Hyderabad is hereby cancelled. 

3. A duplicate Customs Purposes copy of the said licence 
is being issued separately to the licencee. 

[No. ECI/13/76-77/PLSA] 
tJ. S. RAWAT, Dy. Chief Controller 

wriiT 

3$ faMt, 13 44+, 1978 

3tlo 34To 8 2 6. — "4) 3t<> 3prf ^ fafaw, 4T44T % 

3*31414 4W1 fan, 3fa¥44 fr®4 45Tf33 fp34 »W»Jo iffa-2 
34) 1 i 3*14)44 44344 197 2 3T4 34 5TT4T3 3> X*) % 1^-1 1 

24,000.00 344( 34 4fa4 *[331 fa344fr TTpTS +0 <fTo/^o/ 
30 5 399 7/tpT o /T4 ® 'f)o/60/43-44 fadfar 26-0-76 5Pri4 fanTT 
nit 4t 1 'Rffa +r>n *^ 3 ; faquir uTfn?. nf) nfa + ftm 

14 f 4 (( farm | fat r [4 rffafT J[f 3 i fanmf) mte +1 

44f % 1 444' 4? xfr JPTWr 441 | fat ^ #Tf Spm fwrfi) TTfaS 

fartff vfr rfrnr 5 [? 3 t 344)44 Jr tf^rf 3 nrft 'tt tffa Trim *r nyf 

trnrr 44r 44 1 

2 . w ^ rnpfa Jr +) 3(0 T'T 1 ’ *nrf tpr 444 4 ?r 
4rf«4 ft?4r % 1 T44 334 fair | fj 4ft 4mr 15331 famrifr 
nrr 4 f+T 44r nr fairrt % farrr faT^r fair ^runr 1 
45 ^ i rffar *[331 famnfr 4tr43 40 riTo/^o/ 3053997 / 

nrtTij/rrffa if)o/60/tr3o/43-44 f34far 26-6-76 4ft 444 % 
fa44 33r f far rfrnr tjFn farnfi Trf'tR 4334 arrfr 

f3744 3T4T Trf^r I tf/T 444T Ip3t fanrnf) 4/f43 34 T?' 4R 
f34T 444 44irr I 

[434T 2/T°-l 5/76-77/iToffi3o44r‘>/2780] 
nsTo t(tT« WTPT, ■ 34-544 fa43fr 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 13th March, 1978 

S.O, 826. — Shri B. L. Sharma, Director of Purchase, 
High Commission of India, Supply Wing, India House, 
Aldwych, London, WC2, U.K. was granted Customs 
Clearance Permit No. P/J/305399/N/MP/60/H/43-44 
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dated 26-6-1976 for Rs. 24,000 for import of a Ford Cortina 
Model-1972, car has applied for a duplicate Copy of the 
Customs Clearance Permit as the original C.C.P. has been 
lost. It Is further stated that the original CCT was not 
registered with any Customs House and not utilised. 

2. In support of this contention Shri B. I.. Sharma has filed 
an affidavit. He has undertaken to return the CCP if traced 
later to this office for record, I am satisfied that the 
original C.C.P, No. P/J/3053997/N/MP/60/H/43-44 
dated 26-6-1976 has been lost and direct that a duplicate 
C.C.P. should be issued to him. The original Customs 
Clearance Permit may be treated as cancelled. 

[F. No, 2/A-15/76-77/BLS/2780] 

H. L. BAHL, Dy. Chief Controller 

TTtrfAA ATARI 

AT^UT 

ftfitfY, 13 TT^, 1978 

Alo WTo 827 . — a 9 r, 76 ArI -77 ATS 4 Yt Afiftl % fal 
rpjrl^itpfr gfet RATA foptft 1°£YoRo AYR- 1/ 1 0 8/ 1 0 8/ 
29 -Il- 75 /'fM/ 0 O 6 /'f! tT tpf. fSRtT 6 - 9-76 aYt Rtf ATT 4 Y 
tfstrr 016 -^/ 76 - 77 , fartr e- 10-76 % r^ fart art %ari 4 a 
6 , 79,710 fio (®: APST RTfiTlfY eJATT RRV IlY SR ATI RTA) ^ 

fin r4aY ArTTAlR ftrtwtyifr f?r° atata ?r ftivslfi-iH' 
Atwifi 'rafti tt atari ttY % fin b«MY TTsfYfiTA treD, 
10-2-289/71, VTTf^H RAT, ?ATTJ|TT T> 14-1 1-19 7 7 TIT TY 

flu tnrftr $ fin atari sm(#R r«tt rY/aY/ 2 4 2 2 3 6 l/tfl /ww 

/ 6 l/ti'^r/ 4 3-4 4, fiffitT 1 5- 1 1-7 6 RATA fTAT fiTT AT I AT 

TruifnsTfl 4 ?r ttaYrt ?r ats RnffR 4 Yrt tjfp 

sttYra srfcT AtjfiTfir Rfii unff trY % fin ^r arth tt 

Al^AA fifiAT % ft? RTT Rnfifir Afi 1JR tflAT STTtTA Tfil 
ffiRT UpP RTfi, RTTR JTTT Aft Tf/ATATATA ?Y fif $ I R^ftA 
Arif A^ tff TMAT | fit? RTS RTlfiR # JJR 4YAT fi!W 

CT Cl n -1 aid' 4)TT wji-s- tflui vje*r< AAR, AJTR % ATT! 

'fTflyn tttJ hf $ aY 1 tYr at fawnuot tt% % awti ^ 

RT ^ RAaYA *r fit I 

2- ART ^ Rffitfi ^ ATAW 4 RTPA W7 TT VTTA-7R 

1 1 f’3 t Hat ^ i Atfi/t-Tryr/Y Rry?R ^ fi? at^tt ittt RTRifir 

wr /rY/aY/ 24223 6 l/ifY/ifiR/iTA/e t /tur/ 43-4 4 , firmr 
15-11-7 6 Tt tJR Tfrrr ATT AAfilA Srfir *jY fif /ATATATA 
$T Rif $ aYt filTA IdT I fT ATTt ^ 1JTT ^ frpr ATT 
IfTTOrf *fit tfl+ii TJTT TTtTPf gfo ^1 vr^ftifT tTf^Trff TTpft 
Arf^ti i attps irnr^rr tfwr tsft/Tft/ 2422301 /TFr/rpT*T q 1 /tca*/ 

43 - 44 , frrtr 15 - 1 1 - 7 6 t! ^jtt 4)hi tjtt t 41 r-i srfrr 
ffiHITTr T^ <1 ARfl % 1 

[ATTT 2 ^0 TTTr/76-77/7fr« tI<To T^oj 1 1 90] 
tro triTo ATTTT, ^T-t|W ^AAT 

Office of the Chief Controller of Import & Export 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 13th March, 1978 

S.O. 827. — M/s. Kashinath & Co., 10-2-289/71, Shanti 
Nagar, Hyderabad were granted an import licence No. G/O/ 
2422361 /C/XX/61/H/43-44, dated 15-11-76 valid upto 14th 
November, 1977 for the import of Electro Hydraulic Vibra- 
tion System from M/s. Akashi Seisakusho Ltd., Japan for the 
value of Rs. 6,79,710 only (Rupees six lakh seventy nine 
thousand seven hundred and ten only) tinder free resources 
against DGS&D, New Delhi A.T. No, Fos. 1/108/108/29-11- 
75/pl /006/P AOM, dated 24-9-76 and IRC No. 016, D/76-77 
dated 6-10-76 for the licensing period April 76- -March-, 77. 
Now the licensee has requested this office for the issue of 


duplicate Customs Purpose Copy of the said licence on the 
ground that the original Customs Purpose Copy of the said 
licence has been lost/misplaced by the Customs House, Madras. 
They have further stated that the original Customs Purpose 
Copy of the said licence have been registered with the Collec- 
tor of Customs, Customs House, Madras and utilised fully 
after executing the Bond with them. 

2. In support of their contention, the applicant has filed an 
affidavit on stamped paper. The undersigned is satisfied that 
the original Customs Purpose Copy of licence No. G/O/ 
242236I/C/XX/61/H/43-44 dated 15-11-76 has been lost/ 
misplaced by the applicant and directs that duplicate Customs 
Purpose Copy of the said licence for full value should be 
issued to them. The original Customs Purpose Copy of the 
import licence No. G/O/24223 1/C/XX/61/H/43-44, dated 
15-11-76 is hereby cancelled, 

TNo. 2. K/Cont/76-77/GLS/1190] 

A. L. BHALLA, Dy. Chief Controller. 

tpyr anTm-farArhT ttt ttatVa 

TTI^TT T*[ TTT TT ATTTT 

fit firm, 15 TTA, 1978 

TTo ATo 828. — TrWl ATT ^flfiTT (TnftT) 

Tt firpT aYt ftPTT % ATTTTT TT ATTRT TT^ % Elk 

2,000 To ^ TTFTtT ATfiT-Am HTT % f^ixr RTTT iftA 
TT 24 TTT % firr ATTTTT TTT^fif RWTT Tl/^/ 1 43 2 34 2/tfT 
1^1^/63/17^/7 7, ftfitT 3-6-77 HTTR fwr TAT ATI AA Tttff 
tAn aptttt firir^TT Tl tTtivimi nfilAfi xfrr tjirfirfwr 
fir-TAA trftr A^ftrfir Tfir ATff tt^ % fai ha athtt tt 
M1^4fi fitN I ^ fip 1 -1 9 Tfdfil At fit/ATAPTTA ^1* fit ^ I 

TTif ^ ATtrra fifiTTR ffiTTA fim'f % WfffR ATTTTT ATA-TA 

ArffiTA Pttt I fiiratt a^att att attta ATTfifr fir# ffififi yjw 
ttat *r taftyrr a t 1 ’ftttt tat at aYt ATtffir *r ffiff 

ATTT fiAT AT aYt ATAB7r ^ (K AT TTf%T 2,000/fiTIAA 
| I ATA T?T ^ TA APT TT «fl SF W fWT ATT ^ fip Afit ATT 
ATARI tY TftAT TJTT TaYsH Afir xfh; ^ffT rTfiWfilAAA 

trftr att Jr t ® 4Y ARfY | aaat Ppt arU ^ ffifiintY 

tY ttatt tt tl apjaY 1 

flr A55A fr atari ATffifTT fiYY 4 Yttt v[t?T staYat Tfh aYt 

J^JTftfirTT fiTAAW TftTAT fif/sRATfiTA fY rrf ? aYt ffiAA 
tfiT j fT AltTT TY ATfi ATARI TTH^TT A?Y T^W aYRT 15 TT 
taYaa trfir cta th firIVTA Ptaaa tRt tY A^firfh trfti atEt 
T f artY Aifi^l 1 a n in r-r 1 n h/i aIY 4Yat I'-h aaYat h f n 

1A ’JBT fAfiTfiA ffiTAA fifir tTfilJTTT T^ fifY ARfY £ I 

[fYrfHA fi» 12 / 60 / 77 - 78 /CTAo 1Ao-l/ll52j 

IRo tY° fiYrSTT, AT-T«T fhTWT 
yY EiaaT 

Office of the Chief Controller of Import & Export 

New Delhi, the 15th March, 1978 

CANCELLATION ORDER 

S.O, 828.- — M/s. Capri Bar and Restaurant, Srinagar 
(Kashmir), were granted an import licence No, P/A/1432342 
/C/XX/63/H/77 dated 3-6-7 7 for a C.I.F. value of 
Rs, 2,000 for import of whisky excluding Gin and Bear, 
valid for 24 months from the date of issue. Now the party 
have applied for grant of Duplicates of Customs Purpose 
and Exchange Control copies or the aforesaid import licence 
on the ground that the original has been lost /misplaced by 
them. The party have ^furnished necessary affidavit as per 
I.T.C. Rules, according to which the aforesaid import licence 
was not registered with any Customs House and was not 
utilised at all and the balance against the licence Is Rs 2,000 
only. It has also been incorporated in the affidavit that if 
the said Customs Purpose and Exchange Control copy (les) 
of the Import licence is /are traced or found later on the 
same will be returned to the issuing authority. 
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"s. sfY ®Y° % fiFfT, JJOT Ww, RPTfTT 

'JpT wY-t I f v ' II 9 'A 1 ''l 7 -I l” 

“l9-%T4 f%OTRt, UUT SRTR TOfT-C, YlRUT l" 

" 25 . rt° %o tot, sj*f'tr fYYsrRt, *4Y tRjfl 
wi tV, i? re grim YrttY fYfYiT, trrtt 
srro, fYsrr tjtt ^rra i” 

"2 6 *iY tr^o ifto R.Yf^, YtYrrY (tTTOT) 

Rtrft 71WT RTORITT MYSf, ftplRTT, 
(YTT t ” ) 

(ii) 5pT 5W 26 % qTRTR[ fYwrfvrfa.fr RU TfaTT 

rffa sfafatut *RT T«TTt% YY arr^YY, KT«rff{ : — 

"27. rft TT3fre JUR HBtf, TTTOT, rffa TURl, 
i s Pti/fan 15 tYr, far (YthY i 1 1 

"28. rfY ([fYl'.'RT U^rfY, ITTF1, YYr; TT'flT, 2 5 

YtYr far, uf ft?rfY l”; 

(l) ItT 2 Y TRUT TT fYwrfafarT TST ^TOTr, Tl^fa : — 

“ 2 . %reY>r tottt Yttot qfroe (sfYur YYtY ) ffaru, 
1952 Y faRR 2 % (if) % WRiTOR Y, 

rfY rr o ^ro Yfa, fYYiR; (rffaY -trYYrY) rfYYY 
fYYRTEUT (ittiTT fYuur), rtY pw faRmr qfrftE 
Y uftre % ffeY rtY *rY Y fan frenrec rrYY 

*'” :! 

[Y<> 8/3/7 6-tfr ft tfa] 

% urcm, urt ufaR 



I am satisfied that the original Customs Purpose and Ex- 
change Control Copies of the Import licence have been lost/ 
misplaced and direct that Duplicate Customs Purpose and 
Exchange Control copies of the above Import licence should 
be issued to the applicant. The original Customs Purpose 
and Exchange Control copies of the import licence arc here- 
by cancelled. 

[File No. 12/60/77-78 /ML. T./1152] 
M. G, GOMBAR, Dy. Chief Controller 
for Chief Controller 

Tut*T rfviW^l 

(nftritfirei fmppt Strut) 

fYcrfY, 14UTY, 1978 
^ ITT 

RtToWTo 829. — STRcT Rr UTO, 'TPT 2, BP>T 3, OTP1 (ii) 
6r07f 14 TtY, 1977 ms5 1 592 Ti, HTTcT TOTTR % RTfnFHr 
'felWR (RT5T YnTUT) YY srfu^RRi rfo RTTotna 1 382 ftTfal 
22 ST%, 1 977 % *ra% STThfura RTST (tjUT^, R^rf, % 
faRfar Tfbc rjJTT urflnff JTTT SIFTrflM') fY%T ( TTvftsrT) 511%, 
1977 Y, ^re 2 Jr jjtt nreRT % npre 7 % Rimiq RRitprifYa 
RR Y, 

(i) wur rfo V Y TR-pr RT '7Rr' it ; 

(ii) ‘Yfai forfY strfrtr Y" Rtafr Y RfY wtY rtY, 

"(Rr)” trflTT RtYx RrYcjTRr «PT ritr RT^' I 

[RTTo rr O ll/0/76-tfto^otpTo] 
Rft» rYo uRrmfwmr, w: tifRR 

MINISTRY OF INDUSTRY 
(Department of Industrial Development) 

New Delhi, the 14th March, 1978 
CORRIGENDUM 

SO, .829.— In the Textiles IProdnolion by Knitting Embroi- 
dery, Lace Making and Printing Machines) Control (Amend- 
ment) Order, 1977, published wilh the notification of the 
Govern rnent of India in the Ministry of Commerce (Depart- 
ment of Textiles) No. S.O. 1382, dated the 22nd April 1977, 
at page 1592 of the Gazette of India, Part II, Section 3 
Sub-section (ii), dated the 1 4th May, 1977, in clause 2, in the 
clause inserted after clause 7 of the principal Order,— 

(i) for the clause number ”7”, read “7A”; 

(li) omit the letter “A” occurring before the words "Where 
any person”; 

(lii) for “sub-clause (1) and clause 4”, read "sub-clause 
(1) of clause 4”. 

[F. No. 11/6/76-CTM] 
G. V. SUBRAMANYAM, Under Secy. 

Rf fRR^lY, 2 1 Frt, 1 9 78 
3TTRRT 

RTTo Wra83o/To Yro fYo afo / 6/ 1 / 7 S-- — TRRPT, (YrTR 

rItt; (srfw mre-tfY) firur, i 952 %f%R s % utr rYsr svft 
( fRRTru uYr fYrRRmr) wfuYrtUT, 1 95 1 ( 1 951 RTT 65 ) >|Y 

uttt 6 5kt srerr irfWr rt turn ruY jit, ^Yit giruTtr, Rflgfifw 
fwra r^Ml Yl viiwi TTo RIToSTTo 703/^ofYofR , oSTo/e/l/77 

rnttiR 22 rttrY, 1977 Y fYRfYbffR tNYwr tttYy :— - 

TW WlY?r Y 

(r?) flxr 1 Y— 

(i) R.u YRRT 8, 19, 2 5 YYx 2 6 tlRT ^3% Y«fs T 

SlfRf^YY % 9’ fY'-RfrifltT RU tWTi) 

YYt RprfTOn tYY srrnifY, utrYj; 


New Delhi, the 21st March, 1978 
ORDER 

S.O. 830/IDRA/6/1 /78. — In exercise of the powers con- 
ferred by section 6 of the Industries (Development and 
Regulation) Act. 1951 (65 of 1951), read with rule 8 of 
the Development Councils (Procedural) Rules, 1952, the 
Central Government hereby makes the following amendments 
in the Ministry of Industry, Department of Industrial Deve- 
lopment Order No. S.O. 703/IDRA/6/1/77 dated the 22nd 
February, 1977, namely : — 

In the said Order, 

(a) in paragraph 1, — 

(i) for serial numbers 8, 19, 25 and 26 and the 
entries relating thereto, the following serial num- 
bers and entries shall be substituted, namely : — 

“8. Shri B. K. Sinha, Chief Director, Ministry of 
Civil Supplies and Cooperation.” 

“19. The Directorate of Industries, Government of 
Madhya Pradesh, Bhopal.” 

“25. Dr. D, K. Pater, Managing Director, Shree 
Khedut Sahakari Khand Udyog Mandly Ltd., 
Sardarbaug, District Surat, Gujarat.” 

“26. Shri S. G, Kolhe, Sanjivani (Takli) Sahakari 
Sokhar Karkhana Ltd., Shingnpur, Disrict 
Ahmednagar.”; 

(ii) after serial number 26, the following serial num- 
bers and entries shall be inserted, namely ; — 

“27. Shri Rajendra Kumar Sharma, Member, Lok 
Sabha, 18, Forozeshah Road, New Delhi.” 

"28. Shri Hari Shankar Mahale, Member. Lok 
Sabha, 25, Canning l ane, New Delhi.”; 

(b) for paragraph 2, the following shall be substituted, 
namely 

“2. In pursuance of clause (c) of rule 2 of the 
Development Councils (Procedural) Rules, 
1952, the Central Government hereby appoints 
Shri A. K. Bose, Director (Sugar Technical), 
Directorate of Sugar (Department of Food), to 
carry on the functions of Secretary to the suid 
Development Council." 

[No. 8/3/76-CDNj 
PREM NARA1N, Under Secy. 
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tetefrr avt >h farwA 
(terctea art tern) 

Ht fete, 1978-03-08 

tto mpssi— wr-wr 'rcteftffa *m.?rfir rat tern (rirj fA ; ij) fitem 1355 + firfim u % ( 4 ) % 

ATOfte rat Art jrcr *rtejfAA Pprt aht | fr mteftr tete 4 a s 0 ftete *tet aVa 'RAte a faj ar Inn t 

M (jt TO * TITA 1 AAfAT 197/ % ^ AT feu OAT $ I 


aa aivaa aw ter fiter 

A«AT 

(1) (2) 

1. teAA/<R-4050 

1974-1 1-12 

2, RToRRo/^40 51 

1974-11-12 


3. R>oiTR3/cr<T-4052 

1974-1 1-12 


4. 4 tol 7 Ro/RiR -40 53 

1974-1 1-12 


5 RtoRRo/TR-40 5 8 
19 7 4-1 1-18 




At^AATfl TT ATA *flT ART 


fate rata at*.a 4 fir. 
fit^ATAlte 

TWR (A«T far) 

AefTTOp 


— irt«r — 


— aSa — • 


— Afa — 


— aJa— 


T^ffate Rn#sr% a*JAtar/ 
After 

(4) 

1 1 00 TteRT at RtwrO Atem 
% ftrrr 4tojfto4to Tite 

(mte yript) finite % fan 


A>te*AT*teA Alter mlcifroRlo 
te 0 wteAR fa<i, h*t*(jG ter 
dir jrt w R.ljfiTfiTAA 
TRTf AR 

yR H^Wrrr art ter rri't 

SWteR RljtetelR ART 


fa*r Rjtefwr to! Ate 
tTo teo teo Titer fa*r, 
250/440 A'te rfk 
650 / 1 I 00 Ate fa 


aaita At ter Ate r^ftem 
ART* te Tfa % 

* ATA 


Atemte nRpfm otat 

(s) 


IS : 1 554 (AlA-I) — 1976, 

1100 A>3 RAT TtATlte 

AlTill I 4» fil'4 Rt 0 41 0 41 o 

ctftrn: (*nte »o(te) finite % 
fate te firfttfte (^att 
jAtesR) 

IS: 1596-1970 250 Ate: 

at TifaiO aTrrt 4r ffa: 
RlteTRiTtefiT teter ter 
teoteoteo TteATA fate 
te faftrfe (tirt yte«nr) 

IS: 398 (flPI l tet 2 )- 1976 

ftetefl RTRT A AT Rite 

% ffa RrjfitteiR trtT 
te firtefe, rta 1 tr*j. 
fitem 4: TTy^rr ART 
RT4 2 4TTTR A After 
AtetTA trgfirfteiR art 

IS: 694 ('A 1 A 2 ) — 1964 4to 
teoteo tetter fate (1100 
ten: at te Ate: at t fter) 
te firtefe at 4 2 rttete 
ftem ART! Ate ('JA- 

teffa) 

IS: 398 (AT4 2) — 1976fiRt- 
Tfr atat aiR Tite T firt^ 
rr^tefteR ARTf tefAftete 
RFT 2 sraftFA faTT'A 
teter fTterifiTte ART 
($r:t jAtesR) 


(a) 



WTOl TT TFJTTa : WT 1 * 25, 1078/^W 4, 1900 


( ji[WFT II — mx 3(ii)l 

(>) ( 2 ) 


6. ^rol^o/r^T-4151 
1975-01-17 


901 


(3) 


?r?n 


(4) 

tnwT n r sraswr nfr 
^WFt At 4e?i wpf 
% ftp; 


(s) 


IS : 814 (WFT l) — 1974 fl'T- 
WffT IPTTP Tt ^>4 WrA 
4 f'-T>r % i '"i 1 j . Hi<r 

5%’Fftr 8ft ftfttrfe wpi 1 
% wftrfan tjprroft ift 
% ftp; (wgtf 

■JKftl'ff) 



mrf 

*n£ r IS 

!: 814 

(•ffFT 

2) — 197H 

1 ffl- 

(1) 

“PftPFT" 

£-10041 1 

Sptt 

TPira 

iff itCTT 

WPP 

(2) 

"fftthfr 

£-104411 

irfm 

% 

ftrff AFT 

wirif, 

(3) 

"tT'P'ft” 

£-20641 1 

*'•15^1 ? 

if) 

fttfttftj WFT 2 

(4) 

“rpr 

£-307411 


A) 


ftp; 

(5) 


£-44 2 4 1 1 


ytfftm) 


(6) 

"aiwf'ft"- 

14 £-90641 1^ 







[tft 

ffr° 

tnro 

/ 5 J5 .'4 

050 ] 


MIMSTRY OF CIVIL SUPPLIES AND COOPERATION 

.--■- (Indian Standards Institution) — — 

New Delhi, the 1978-03-08 

S.O. 831. — In pursuance of sub-regulation (4) of regulation 14 of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks), 
Regulations 1 955 as amended from time to time, the Indian Standards Institution hereby notifies that various Licences particulars of which 
are given below have been cancelled with effect from 1 November 1977 on account of Closure of the factory. 


SCHEDULE 


SI. Licence No. Name & Address of the Article/Process Covered by the Licensees 
No. and Date Licensee Cancelled 


Relevant Indian Standards 


( 1 ) 


( 2 ) 


1. CM/L-4050 
1974-11-12 


2. CM/L-4051 
1974-11-12 


3. CM/L-4052 
1974-11-12 


4. CM/L-4053 
1974-11-12 


5, CM/L-4058 
1974-11-18 


(3) 


(4) 


(5) 


M/s. Apar Private Limi- 
ted, Vithalwadi, Kalyan 
(C. Rly.) (Maharashtra). 


-do- 


-do- 


PVC insulated (heavy duty) electric cables 
for working voltages upto and including 
1 100 volts. 


Polyethylene insulated and PVC sheathed 
cables, single core, core and twin flat with 
aluminium conductors 

All aluminium conductors and ACSR con- 
ductors. 


M/s. Apar Private Limi- 
ted, Vithalwadi, Kal- 
yan (C. Rly.) (Maha- 
rashtra). 

-do- 


PVC insulated cables, 250/440 volts and 
650/1 100 volts grade with aluminium con- 
ductor only. 


IS : 1554 (Part I) — 1 976 Specification 
PVC insulted (heavy duty) electric cables 
For working voltages upto and inclu- 
ding 1100 volts. (Second Revision). 

IS : 1596 — 1970 Specification for polye- 
thylene insulted and PVC sheathed 
cables upto and including 250 volts 
(First Revision). 

IS : 398 (Part 1 & II) — 1976 Specification 
for aluminium conductors for overhead 
transmission purposes. 

Part I Aluminium stranded conductors. 

Part II Aluminium conductors, galvanized 
steel-reinforced. 

IS : 694 (Part II)— -1964 Specification for 
PVC insulated cables (for voltages up to 
1100V). 

Part 11 With aluminium conductors (Re- 
vised). 


Steel wire for the core of steel-cored alumi- IS ; 398 (Part 11) — 1976 Specification 

nium conductors. for Aluminium conductors for over- 

head transmission purposes Part II 
Aluminium conductors, galvanized 
steel reinforced (Second Revision). 
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1 2 3 4 5 


6. CM/L-4151 -do- Electrodes for Metal are welding of mild IS : 814 (Part I)— 1974 Specification for 

1975-01-17 steel of normal penetration types only; covered electrodes for metal are welding 


Brand 

Code 

of structural steel Part 

I for welding 

(i) ‘XL’ 

E-100411 

products other than 

sheets (Fourth 

(ii) ‘ACP’ 

E-104411 

Revision), 


(Hi) ‘FP’ 

E- 206411 

IS ; 814 (Part 11)— 1974 Specification 

(iv) ‘SW’ 

E-307411 

for covered electrodes 

for metal are 

(v) ‘DH‘ 

E-44241 1 

welding of structural 

steel Part II 

(vi) ‘ZIP- 14’ 

E-906411-J. 

for welding sheets (Fourth Revision). 


INO. CMD/55 : 4050] 

4fpHF#, 1978-03-13 

to° w° 832 — 444-444 mi, urafrr 4 t 44 t fiwi (swmPrf) faPnrH 1955 It PtPtto 14 % (4) % 43417 

nRtfVtr RPT'ft riwrjRT trfw^Ortr fTOn 4r4T ^ ftt 7tn$4 4 tot 4fotpro/tcrro34io Prol; *4^ 'ffyj’O K 45 $, i«r^rrl 1978 

4R f44T 44T t TOffa HUtfolllO ^ W44f TOTlff ft Spfr WTf^tff Jp) 4t4 TOft ift l*aft go * 4 ° 4fo 4744 TO TO 3 4TPH 

ttj¥ •nff Opti i 


tot wnpift ftwr tftr fftpr 
ftwr 

12 
i, fftotrtro/trrr-3410 
1973-05-07 


4wUi>jiC] 1 to 4T4 ftk tot fro* 44 mx^srlt 4rsff44f§ nrorortif 4 Ttrff 4 

sPror 

3 4 5 

frpppl 4n*i (4Jl*t ) flfa 3 If Cal 4)id2n >)4 $1 ranfl IS ; 1 221-197 1 7CTt ft 

744 TOPfr to oTftfwpi (Trm&’i) crcf ; “fftrot t*” «rff to 7^ ft* nft TOnjff 

154 TTiPmmr miTTOf Tfte, $V ftfttrfe (jffrff, ffr, 

45T4-3 (ffftronr) I'tpff, TOrff *fft wro) 

(^T44?rcr4) 
[wmffoiriro^Vo /5 5 ; 3410] 


New Delhi, the 1978-03-13 

S.O. 832 — In pursuance of sub-regulation (4) of regulation 14 of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks), 
Regulations 1955 as amended from time to time, the Indian Standards Institution hereby notifies that Licence No. CM/L-3410 particulars 
of which are given below has been cancelled with effect from 1 January 1 978 as the licensee did not start the production with ISI Mark 
due to the paucity of demand for their dye based inks, 


SCHEDULE 


SI. Licence No. 
No. and Date 

Name & Address of the 
Licensee 

Articlc/Process Covered by the Licensees 
Cancelled 

Relevant Indian Standards 


1 2 

3 

4 

5 


CM/L-3410 

1973-05-07 

Sisco Pharmaceuticals 

(Madras), A Division 
of Sivaram & Swamy, 
154 Nyniappa Naic- 
ken Street, Madras-3 
(Tamil Nadu). 

Dye based fountain pen ink (royal blue) IS 
Brand ’SISCO INK’ 

: 1221 — 1971 Specification for dye 
based fountain pen ink (blue, 
green, violet, black and red) (first 
revision), 


[No, CMD/55 ; 3410] 


4$ fitrof, 1 978-03-14 

TO° WTo 8 3 3 . — ' 444-444 47 TPlffftPf 447414 444*P 4741 (7TO7 fC^f) fftPl44 1 955 % P7pf44 1 4 % 44flf444 ( 4) $ TOJ 447 
4T47T TO?n 5 RT fif44 TTfcTf ?T Pr 4T?ft4 4444 fPV oTfTT o /rf;7T 0 - 5 4 2 S f3T7T% iff# W^Cf if fttf 44( 1077-02-09 ft 7i? <47 

f?4T 441 1 44fpF TOf 4T 444f ft44sft 5414 4T>f 47 f74pT $TO<T ft 74 ffFJ 74 dNN'l 4l[T TOTTT 44(4) $ I 


[XTX II— XW 3 (ii)] 

_ IX... „ ■ ■ ■ 

xrxx xr xrxxx : xb 23, 1978 jte 4, 1900 903 

It 


xxwft 

XX 

XWT 

Hivto xxxr xb fftfx 

dutfatnfl xx xrx xb ixt t? fax xx xrcftx % xtftx xt^/ xxnxxfr xixxfx xrxx 

XfXXT 

(1) 

(2) 

(a) ( 4 ) ( 5 ) 

1. 

Xtcrx/xX -5 4 28 

1970 - 08-1 1 

XX’sf) xwfl x^flfxxfxx XXt), XX 4 XT XTXf ^ fxx WJX XTXX, TS : 78 0 — 19 69 XXTX XtXl 
123/5, qb 123/2, ^trsTr xw) 1 xk s bfl 2, 300 fxx) ftftr xjx xixx iff fxfxf'X 


gxix Tti, jrrxir 


iTT % xTftxnfsr.xixrf : "mri" 


(so fxxt 300 frppfV 

T4t) 

(xtj4 fxfhtnx) 

[XOTT rf)XX*t/55 : 5428] 
XT^o rr?To ifx^VXXX, XXX Xf'tfXkrT 


New Delhi, the 1978-03-14 

S.O. 833 — In pursuance of sub-regulation (4) of regulation 14 of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks), 
Regulations 195J as amended from time to time, the Indian Standards Institution hereby notifies that Licence No, CM/L-5428 particulars 
of which are given below has been cancelled with effect from 1977-02—09 at the firm’s request as they no longer intend to manufacture this 
product in their factory at Netaji Subhas Road. 


SCHEDULE 

SI. Licence No. Name & Address of the Article/Process covered by the Licensees Relevant Indian Standards 

No. and Date Licensee Cancelled 

( 1) (2) (3 ) (4) (5) 

1 . CM/L-5428 M/s. Makall Engineering Sluice valves for water works purposes, IS : 780—1969 Specification for sluice 

1976-08-11 Works, 123/5 & 123/2, Class 1 and Class 2 All sizes upto and in- valves for water works (50 to 300 mm) 

Netaji Subhas Rond, eluding 300 mm Brand : ‘MAKALE (Fourth Revision) 

Howrah. 


[No. CMD/55:5428] 

Y.S. VENKATESWARAN, Additional Director General, ISI. 


cttwx orb xb-xn brxbrx *fw*r 
(mr*x faxrx) 


(i) xx xsxt ( 3 ) xb xtxxift xfXfbxi % mx 
it fxrxfxfirr xx xsxr xb xfafbxt rtf) xt?, 

'fine: 


xf fawft, a xrx, 19 78 

Tto wtn 834. — xraftx WbxT xlxx^ xftrfaxx, 

1970 ( 1970 TT 48) Tl 01X1-3 4?) 3HXHI (l) ^ Wf (x) 
IlXr M4TT Klfitna) 4X tpflX an.3 Jt^ «ti-j{Yx XX4XX t(XX JTXT fa'-n- 

fafax TTPratfr t) xraftx Wttxt xft %xfrx tPpr % xxrxf 
XT *1 X-Md TTfft — 
xrx^x : 

( i ) 4^x frrx W vrxf sxpfV, 

tflXT Xtxtft, 

xoi^x (x^ixt^) i 

( 2 ) br fx x)$x 
Tuff mrrxT xb, 

XTXTXtft (XXX Xbl) I 

( 3 ) 4rr xbf srxx ftWr, 

xixtf txtxxxtxt, 

XXTX ft¥, 7PX ! 

i(b xixx xxnx rmxR xb xfxxix factor* wm 

if) XtAx' 21 XXRT, 1971 4?) XfafTXT 3 - 3 / 7 H(°fo 

*f fdmP T P jx xrxfftNR txxI t: — 

(l) "STTT-3 4?) 3X-RTTT (l) ^ (x) % XXofa XXt- 

db" tflw % xtftx, 


"( 3 ) tor xbt vfax 

xixvf xxtxxttxt, 

X 3 1 H fir, 

(ii) xx xxxt (2) xb xx ft xrftxtft ttfa fe x l 
xtt RrMwi xx ftsxrft xxr xfftfbxt 73ft 
XTtf I 

"(21) tar Px* 4^f wxf wxxfV, 
rffmwrxx, 
ttxjc (r^RT^r)” 

"(22) $1T fXXt^T ftfax, 

TRft XXTXT xb, 

xrxrxft) (xnx xbr)" 

[rfo t[)c 20013/ 1/77-qRjo #xt] 


MINISTRY OF HEALTH & FAMILY WELFARE 
(Department of Health) 

New Delhi, the 6fb March, 1978 

8 ® 4 — J. n ex er c «sc of the powers conferred by clause 
(c) of sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Indian Medicine 
Central Council Act, 1970 (48 of 1970), the Central 
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Goverment hereby nominates the following persons as mem- 
bers of the Central Council of Indian Medicine, namely : — 

Ayurveda : 

1. Vaidya Shiv Karan Sharma Chhangani, 

Sitabaldi, Nagpur. (Maharashlra). 


(2) «TR7 tRftR ft RTPR wk Tf'tTTT fTRlRT 

rster (ever Petr) srt fk) fft f# 4° 3 - 3 - 7 i-rp i°, 
fyantr 1 1 cret, \ 97 1 f?r rrfer^Rr 4 sptr 44 ftET ftRff 

W#T : — 


2, Vaidya Brij Mohan Diksbit, 

Kashi Bashala Chowk, 

Varanasi (U P.). 

. 1. Vaidya Gauri Shankar Dwlvedl, 

Adarsh Rashyanshala, 

Canal Road, Jammu. 

and makes the following amendments in the notification of 
the Government of India in the late Ministry of Health and 
Family Planning (Department of Health) No. 3-3/71-AE, 
dated 21st August, 1971. 

1. Under the heading "Nominated under clause (c) of 
sub-section (1) of section 3,” — 

(i) for serial No, (3) and the entry relating thereto, the 

following serial No. and entry shall be substituted, 
namely : 

“(3) Vaidya Gauri Shankar Dwivedl, 

Adarah Rashyanshala, 

Canal Road, Jammu"; 

(ii) after serial No. (20) and the entry relating thereto, 

the following serial numbers and entries ‘hall be 
inserted, namely : — 

“(21) Vaidya Shiv Karan Sharma Chhangani, 

Sitabaldi, Nagpur. 

(Maharashtra)” 

“(22) Vaidya Brij Mohan Dikshit. 

Kashi Bashala Chowk, 

Varanasi (U.P.)". 

[No. V 26013/1 /77-Ay. Desk] 


vto wto 835 . — nrofPr fafawrr toffa ffkrj erfafmR, 

1970 ( 1970 •FT 48) 41 STRf-3 fff tJT 8TRT (t) tr 

jrt vi an sraVi s. A jtr ifi-Jj n trTftR nry ji » - 

( i ) 41% «fY ft rr 4I vmrr- 1 f4 rtw n ff l kaf if 
fffqfcR; rmff if TTsnr -2 if (sf-tfVe. »?rfira 4 f f 4 [aft 
srrrT-3 fff 3WTT-i (ft) % ftRifa mrR ^4 sml 

% rffrrrfO «rR 4 FT M*RT 4 #R Tfkf^ % rrvpff *r *7 if W 

rRt % fatf oifoi fRsft ?[ wt nr ffr tjfn tfftrfkR f; 

i wmiK vr (ft) ^ kRTtfsr ^4 srI, : — 

rrtrrtff 

TPRftTfR »uBm TT fTR 

tfr ftrirsR . mn fttrstfr 

W, 'flvrffff, FRIT- 3 . 

$TT tr ftp? wrcrt, mu Prri, m4r 

ifftTT TUn TR, tpjRRPR | 

RT(TT 5RTT ffRTR, fak* 4 r4, 
WT RltT, VgttaifTT ! 

4 »r spff tr, 1 1 2, 4 kR twr, 

fvro^i 1 

fv tflTrtTVPTT, 'pr^tr itttt 

t(f 4 fkR ft <fl#, ktpft Tt 7 , 

rRf 1 

^ 4ktKR fw, kr ff'f 3 2 4 5, ftRrf 
tRTRST Tff, tftTJT I 


fa^R 

fjfkTRrr 
’pRm 
ftptrxvr WT»t 
RlJRRf 

TI'fRtH 


rrftR^dt if 4rkf "tTRJ 3 fft TT tJRr ( 1 ) % «f«T 
(ft) $ fTRifa OrflR” TTtfflt "tTPrft” ft tRETT : — 

( l) fTITR I if fafR srprfk % srR4 fTRR-2 4 srfffe 

( 5 ) % mRrrr PrRFTfttrT trErfe Rtf) arTtf: — 

"( 5 ft) firffm RT*T TRTtttfFr, f^TTTfir VTff , ’ff rtfri^f, 
TRTT-3 (fiffR)’'; 

( 2 ) ftwR 1 if "’prtTd” RPrffe % mrtrT ftR-R 2 nTrfe: 
(«) % tTfTfj ffRftTPsm Rprfte' Rtrr rpt : — 

"(«ft) RtsTf srtm vm4, ffpRr Rfti 

RPT, if”; 

( 3 ) ftrtTR-i if srfafkr "irfornTT” wk fnrspq- 2 if sfaffe 
6ft fff rrun ffirfR ( 6ftft ) fR ^f wk krr fR^ "ft 
sm fh-rffirBn RffpRr vfl twt ^ttr, sRrti;: — 

"(eftfr) *hr tr tTRr vrn.inr, r'*tt Ortr, Ttfr 'ffVd, 
trar tr, tROPER (ffkriRr)”; 

( 4 ) ftfsR 1 4 srMk: "^fRRn 1 ' ^t q^fT^ stk dRRtff 
ftp?R-2 apt ff p t P RTf ft RTPT >R BTRfMfPT 
TfERifra f?l fTR, rpffti;:— 

1 2 

"fipmRsr^fT" (ofR) ki trff tr, 

1 1 2 , rft»R «rmR , 

fiRtTT 1 ' 

( 5 ) qrpq-n 1 4 "n^RRtj” ftr srWk' 4 rttjw ftTtR 2 4 

(9ft) % PfRf Tf fwMVf Rfffkt Tftft 

rtr, w«rfq;: — 

"(9 w) 4ir «fkR fRf, 

RfR wrtj? fklt ft pftf, 
trfq-fTIR % 4f^, 
knuff, ^wr tit, 
ftfl I 

(o) ftrsR 1 4 "trirtpi” Rftfe srsr 2 4 

Rkfw (is) % ffffH ftTRTpfffPT Erf^fk: rsfr mcr, 

" ( 1 5ft ) 4«r 4k rr f4'R, 

TT fjl 

32 45, f4Rf ERTIW TtT, 
tfafT''! 

[4 4>o 2601/13/77-wr^ ifft] 

S-O. 835.— In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
provisio to sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Indian Medicine 
Central Council Act, 1970 (48 of 1970), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby,— 

(i) dominates the persons (being persons qualified to be 
chosen as members under clause (a) of sub-section (1) of the 
said section (3), specified in column 2 of the Table below from 
the States specified in the corresponding entries in column 1 
thereof, to be members of the Central Council of Indian Medicine 
until members are elected under the said clause (a) in accordance 




-IrU'iih (he provisions of the said Act and the rules made there- 
under, namely 

TABLE 


(v) against the entry “Maharashtra” in column 1 after 
entry (9A) in column 2, the following entry shall bo 
inserted, namely 


Name of State 

Name of Person 

Bihar 

Vaidya Siddheshwar Nath 
Upadhyaya, 

Shivpati Bhavan, 

Pcermohni, 

Patna-3. 

Haryana 

. Vaidya Ram Lai Bhardwaj, 
Prabha Nivas, Gali Pandit 

Raja Ram, Yamunanagar. 

Gujarat 

Vaidya Madhav Prasad Acharya, 
Jitendra Chambers, 

Ayurved Bhavan Marg, 
Ahmedabad. 

Himachal Pradesh 

, Vaidya Dhani Ram, 


1 12, Lower Bazar, Simla. 

Maharashtra . 

. Vaidya Shriram Sharma, 
Punarvasu Ayurvedic College, 
Behind Aquarium, 

Netaji Subhash Road, Bombay. 

Rajasthan 

. Vaidya Sita Ram Mishra, 

Panch Vatti, 

3245, Mirza Ismail Road, 
Jaipur. 


(ii) makes the following amendments In the notification of 
the Government of India in the late Ministry of Health and 
Family Planning (Department of Health) No, 3-3/71-AE, dated 
the 21st August, 1971, namely : — 

In the said notification, under the heading "nominated under 
clause (a) of sub-section (1) of section 3", under the sub-heading 
“Ayurveda", — 

(i) against the entry "Bihar”, in column 1, after entry (5) 
in column 2, the following entry shall be inserted, 
namely : — 

“(5A) Vaidya Siddheshwar Nath Upadhyaya, 

Shivpati Bhavan, 

Pcermohni, 

Patna-3 (Bihar)” ; 

(ii) against the entry “Gujarat”, in column 1, after entry (6) 
in column 2, the following entry shall be inserted, 
namely : — 

“(6A) Vaidya Madhav Prasad Acharya, 

Jitendra Chambers, 

Ayurved Bhavan Marg, 

Ahnrcdabad” ; 

(iii) against the entry "Haryana”, in column 1, entry 6'A in 
column 2 shall be renumbered as (6AA) and after the 
entry as so renumbered, the following entry shall be 
inserted, namely : — 

"(6AB) Vaidya Ram Lai Bhardwaj, 

Prabha Nivas, Gali Pandit 
Raja Ram, Yamunanagar, 

(Haryana)” ; 

(iv) afler the entry "Haryana” in column 1, and the 
entries relating thereto in column 2, the following 
entires shall be inserted, namely : — 

T~ ~ 2 

“Himachal Pradesh (6AC) Vaidya Dhani Ram, 

1 12, Lower Bazar, 
Simla.” 

430 GI/77 — 6 


“(9AB) Vaidya Shrirmn Sharma, 

Punarvasu Ayurvedic College, 

Behind Aquarium, 

Netaji Subhash Road, 

Bombay" ; 

(vi) against the entry “Rajasthan” in column 1, after entry 
(15) in column 2, the following entry shall be inserted, 
namely 

“(15A) Vaidya Sita Ram Mishra, 

Panch Batti, 

3245, Mirza Ismail Road, 

Jaipur”. 

[No. V. 26013/1/77-Ay. Desk) 

vto wn 8 3 6. — vnTia fRfTRrr %Hlq- 'tfw TffWm, 
1970 ( 1970 fTT 48) ft WWW % WWW Rf £ SRpRoy 

if o'fiMT 'aiRTTV PafaRtr 471 Thflg 7f77i^ Jr 

fffijR, iprrpr, *r«r a^ir, m[RR 5 , ternr, 7fW*r awt 
sfR gfyariTr sniff * srrf fstfrmr Tfffh v far ’ft?, 

afPm fRtff £ wk an^r fakr artf) ftr vrrHr *mtR % 
wtrwt wh: Tft4R I F?rrR r nTiRR fVqr>T) nrr tr') 

nf jfo 3-9-69-'To fo fktT JO-8- 197 1 tfht *fo 3-9-69 

’(■> (vtnr- 2 ) 19 - 10-72 tfr ir ftRifafaTf 

tRfrtR famr ttot, V#T : — 

335 Wfsfsptrtfl if TTRnff »frn?r>T 2 % WRPPT Wl^aa if 
flTf'EPir fam, ’pnrti, %T<=r, jtw jt^rhsj, rrawt, qfwr 
g-ThT *tk KfkrHTT 3Rtfl % aft akfR-gr trt nf s 
m ir www 2 if faftfrs? trfir^trf TFkTTPrT vf ami trttfa :■ — 

StTbk V 
fPDT Hilt 
iff tftPtr 

2 

3 
2 
2 
2 
3 
2 
2 
2 

[Ho ifto 26013/ l/77-WI^o flip]” 

4to tffo pRH, ww 

S-O. 836— In pursuance of paragraph 1 of the First Schedule 
to the Indian Medicine Central Council Act, 1970 (48 of 1970), 
the Central Government hereby determines the number of scats 
allocated in the Central Council of Indian Medicine to Ayurveda 
System of Medicine in respect of the States, of Bihar, Gujarat, 
Kerala, Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtra, Rajasthan, West Bengal 
and Haryana and directs that the following amendments be 
made in the notifications of the Government of India in the late 


l 

1. f^^R 

2. (JJKH 

3. 3R5T 

■1. BWskw 
5. bTTRRJ 
0 . 

7 . Tfinnt «f>trT 

8. ftfiRTTHT 



906 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : MARCH 25, 1978/CHAlTRA 4, 1900 [Part H— Sec- 3(H)] 


Ministry of Health apd Family Planning (Department of Health) 
No. 3-9/69-AE dated 10th August, 1971 and F. 3-9-69-AE (Pt-II) 
dated 19th October, 1972, namely 

In the said notifications, in the Table, under column 2 
relating to Ayurveda, the entries against the States of Bihar, 
Gujarat, Kerala, Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtra, Rajasthan, 
West Bengal and Haryana shall substituted by the entries as 
specified in column 2, namely : — 


"Name of State 

Number of Seats for 
Ayurveda 

(1) 

(2) 

1, Bihar , 

3 

2, Gujarat 

2 

3. Kerala . 

2 

4. Madhya Pradesh . 

2 

5. Maharashtra 

3 

6. Rajasthan 

2 

7, West Bengal . 

2 

8, Haryana 

2 

>» 


[No. V. 2601 3/1/77- Ay. Desk] 


K. B. PILLAT, Dy. Secy. 


'TTRT'tJ OTH fWFT 

«r«rf, 2 a <*7*41, i97« 

mro*rra 8 37.-~%3fr*7rT*37,7rT**41 7*m (trsrrffetff* wftw- 
f**f *?1 itttjtfr) 7lfsif3*3, 197 1 ( 1 9 7 1 *>! 4 0 ) ^SRT 3 5171 
**3 *f*3*f ** **r* ^ jrtr, fawrMHur m7*ft% 7«i* 

( 1 ) *r Wfa*3fl %1, 5ft tfTTT.Tr *3 7m*f*3 wftoifr 

*** *rfaBT*3 % trtfrsitff % fa* tp**! *fa*341 Pftto 

TTtft I sftT 3*3 Hftmfr, 3*3 RTTlft % 737* ( '->) 4 W*- 

37**4l 7*131% **% % *r4 3 w*4) trftmfVm %) **i% 1* 
3)3r*i % fft'K, 3*17 wfttf3*3 jttt at 33 % ptfFr tFiAT 
TrrfYrff <T?r *** *f*3*t *3 **f* 7th: Ttftmfa* T3»*f *3 *1713 
%4*T I 

Frrrpfr 


fffa*rr41 *3 ** AT* 7T7*3Tl 7*131 % **4 *)7 *ftt- 

TlfhlT nit 7*pfT* 4131* 

(1) U) 

RFC! *17! *fT*T*t3t (*rfl*t) % 
JWrtPFf *1 33% spsftA 7*13 

( 1 ) 3PP*7 — *4f3TT37 3*7, 

0*31 — *31*71, iJATTTlt, 

7H* 

( 2 ) *rfr *3 3(4*1*31, $T3- 
fTril TT3t3l 75t4r 7tY, 
*1*31* 31*3 % F3*3, 

TT^t* 713 313 33* T 

8, 31*317—’ t)^*Pft, f%TTT 
*ft*7T, 1J37TA 7T3* 1 


(l) (2) 

(3) *rfr T7T <44*1*131, *3*7 
73I3I I{T3f33 *13141, 

3Ttt*7-3l4fTH*I 7 337, 

f*3T *31*71, <1*713 7R3 


[33o 3° 13/2/7 3-3*^] 

13« 1*0 417*1*131, *3 7tf** 

(Department of Atomic Energy) 

Bombay, the 28th February, 1 978 

S.O. 837 .—In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 3 of the Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised Occu- 
pants) Act, 1971 (40 of 1971), the Central Government hereby 
appoints the officer mentioned in column (i) of the Table below, 
being a gazetted officer of Government, to be estate officer for 
the purposes of the said Act, and the said officer shall exercise 
the powers conferred and perform the duties imposed on estate 
officers by or under the said Act, within the local limits of his 
jurisdiction in respect of the categories of public premises speci- 
fied in column (2) of the said Tabic. 

TABLE 


Designation of the Officer 

Categories of public premises 
and local limits of jurisdiction 

(1) 


(2) 

Administrative Officer, 

Heavy Water Project 
(Baroda) Department 

of Atomic Energy P.O. 
Fertilizemagar, District ; 
Vadodara. 

Premises belonging to or under 
the management of Heavy 
Water Project, (Baroda). 

1. P.O. Fertilizemagar, Dis- 
trict : Vadodara, Gujarat 
State. 



2. Heavy Water Project Housing 
Colony, Near Chhani Road, 
Octroi Naka, National 

Highway No. 8, P.O. Fateh- 
gani, District : Vadodara, 
Gujarat State. 


3. Heavy Water Project Fire 
Staff Housing Colony, 
P.O. Fertilizemagar, Dis- 
trict : Vadodara, Gujarat 
State. 



[Filo No. 1 3/2/73- (H)] 


L. H. MIRCHANDANI, Dy. Secy. 


3Rltf 7TWTW1T 


(*fl*7n f%*n«x) 

3$ ftsrfl, 16 317*41, 1978 

*!l 0 WO 8 38. — f%*T 5TT31 f, f*> %t*.*rT 
%t*3t 4TT3 (717^1**7*) StftjfF**, 1972 (1972*3 3e) *fl 
WT7T 2 0 %) 3*3171 (l) ST71 JT*TT Tariff *3 3*13 *17% jn 
3*13:31 3*13* (%t*7TT f*31* ) 3173 37*37. %r f*3p7 S **73, 
1977 %l *iF*^331 3W1 1102.'l/9/76 44° 3° % *tfa*.3<a 

4 %3ftA7T7*3T 4 3*3 *tfbfa*3% 3^7*1 f*3i*r 2 5 1*3*41, 
19 7 3 % 4, ’Ft ir*o n*(, fipgr ifff *1**3 

f¥*l t I 

[33*1 110 23/9/7 C-*ft 0 ito] 
41° Flo Flo 7713, 3* 3f%* 


**133-*fhTl4l *l4l 33 3f7*t- 
*l3T (*ff*r) *73171, 3*4 

f*3T3, f»PTT **1*171, 3TT37 
*41*1^37 3*7 
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MINISTRY OF ENERGY 
(Department of Coni) 

New Delhi, the 16th February, 1978 
S.O. 838. — It is hereby notified that in exercise of the 
powers conferred by sitb-section (1) of section 20 of the 
Coking Coal Mines (Nationalisation) Act, 1972 (36 of 1972) 
and in supersession of the notification of the Government of 


nr* 25, t978/^r 4, 1900 907 


India in the Ministry of Energy (Department of Coal) No, 
11023 /9/76-CA dated the 5th August, 1977, the Central 
Government has appointed Shri S. S. Slnha as the Commis- 
sioner of Payments for the purposes of the said Act with 
effect from the fore-noon of the 25th January, 1978. 

[No. 11023 /9/76-CA] 
G, V. G, RAMAN, Dy. Secy, 


'Jmf iHIWH 


(fawm fwwm) 

?tf facSfr, 8 FT4, 1978 

vtoWlo 8 39.— rrwn iff gg stPt g'tftT | fat ?rtfa '3'fN4 xpjgfaf trfapr *jffr if fafaffT xrfautFft fattr tjrr^r th tfarrtFTt ^ i 

wn: xt*t ttpfr, tfppn yttr tsfar (xt^t xfft ffamr) xrfhfmrrr, 1957 ( 1957 trr 20 ) tit erm .1 iff tjwrcr (0 sm srw 
trfawf trr suipt tmf 59 , T?i$f faPFf it tr^ % xmt trr»itT t?r 

nit xrttr^Fii ^ vitffaT xtt% ufa ^fat it fWwvr trrxr tffaw fatfaror (trtt xpprpr) % ttrtr'rarir, twit fratr, yffaf 
Jir d'iit[ifi ^ ttrstfiOT, wr»[ (ffajrc) tt ttfam fttfstt % ttififtw 1 tryfjFT tn+yn if faun hit nwr % 1 

htt xrftrg^r $ xmtfa wfa graf nrffa if fijtRj r*fr xrfar ajfkfatiJT iff am 13 tffTrom ( 7 ) if Nfxmrr m»fr wf, rih wfaxm 
vr xrfutjw % HtTrurh iff rnTfir it 90 fafi % «ffaT cwt trfuym ^tIft fafar 'fiftrif faffi?*, erunt yfaff tit Tfirtn <pt 
iff 1 

^ XI2t 1 r 


ttfap^fa¥ 


IF 

«0 

trm 

>1181 

1. 

rffajfFrr 


2. 

TP^tTT 

n 

3 

tntm 

• * u 

4. 

nrfftnr 

• ■ »j 

5. 

ilTFT 

* * Tt 

0. 

•wfmr 

* ■ »J 

7. 



8- 

ftwt^r tayrf . 

11 

9. 

fettfamr 

* ■ II 

to. 

affaT 

« * II 


$rt«f"irm ; 3 125. 00P1R (^Ptwr) 
1380. 02 ^TCT (XFFitr) 


tfmr trfa 


Jlfa rfo 7T3rrT/5 9/7 7 
tffaV* 1-10-1977 

(fxpif % firq ttfu^Ttr xrfir yfapT |) 


tTfiTrfo farurr 


1 s 9 m 

191 
203 
20 4 

205 „ 

208 

194 

195 „ 

198 

199 


tfsm farmr 


tTpr 

11 

r> 

it 

ti 


<y— n tut «trt mr % wn ttm ir $m; xffa irt yr'mpfar. % tpt f*nrr^T tt-rf, ftrurji fa^faRT if $far? stuff 1 1 
ty— rt TtffT <IPtT TTtmFlfa % ftftjffatrT XtVt fafiTT «Tfaf ir fffaT wrRft \ 1 

rr — x fanarr xiptt % tttF ttEtt ft f>ct: xrVr mt «nrr ttt % vfprrr, ufTfFtT tmjf fr {fan; ^pfr | 1 

tr — r htn iftt % (nil uhw xtftTffFF 1 % pifm xrftr^ffatt tRfaferr wtw # jttwrj tffFT it fit '*ff trrw nffRifit, jt^xtt uVr 
y^rm ir ^wr i^mff | xffa aTTfa^tr fa' rr faFPft' | \ 

[ifo 1 0 ( 5 7 ) / 7 7-?ff 0 tT^y o] 
i 

New Delhi, the 8th March, 1978 

S.O. 839 — Whereas it appears to the Cental Government that coal is likely to be obtained from the lands tiientioncd in the Schedule 
hereto annexed ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-scction (1 ) of Section 4 of the Coal Bearing Areas (Acquisition and TTcveJop 
ment) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), the Central Government hereby gives notice of its intention to prospect for coal therein. 

The plan of the area covered by this notification can be inspected at the Office of the Central Coalfields Limited (Revenue Section), 
Darbbanga House, Ranchi or at the Office of the Deputy Commissioner, Palamau (Bihar), or at the office of the Coal Controller, ] , Council 
House Street, Calcutta. 
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All persons interested in the land covered by this notification shall deliver all maps, charts and other documents referred to in sub- 
section (7) of Section 13 of the said Act to the Revenue Officer, Central Coalfields Limited, Darbhanga House, Ranchi, within 90 days from 
the date of publication of this notification. 





SCHEDULE 


Dig. No. Rev/59/77 




Meral Block 


dated 1-10-1977 




(Daltonganj Coalfield) 


(Showing lands notified for 






prospecting) 

SJ. . Village 

No. 


Thana 

Thana No. 

District 

Area Remarks 

1. Golhana 


Patan 

189 

Palamau 

Part 

2. Sakhua 


-do 

191 

-do- 

-do- 

3. Batsara 


*do- 

203 

-do- 

-do- 

4. Jharinimla . 


. -do- 

204 

-do- 

Full 

5. Meral 


-od- 

205 

-do- 

Part 

6. Bhonga 


-do- 

206 

-do- 

-do- 

7. Singraha Khurd . 


Daltonganj 

194 

-do- 

-do- 

8. Singraha Kalan . 


-do- 

195 

-do- 

-do- 

9. Tikuliya 


-do- 

196 

-do- 

-do- 

10. Jonr , 


-do- 

199 

-do- 

-do- 


Total area : 3425.00 acres (approx,) 

or 1386.02 hec, (approx.) 

Boundary description : — 

A-B — line passes through village Batsara of thana Patau and through villages Singraha Kalan, Singraha Khurd, 

Tijculia of thana Daltonganj. 

B-C— line passes through villages Tikulia and Jonr of thana Daltonganj. 

C-D— line passes through village Jonr of thana Daltonganj then through villages Meral, Bhonga, Golhana, of thana 

Patan. 

D-A— line passes through villages Golhana, Sakhua and Batsara of thana Patan (which is also the part common boundary 

of Kathautia block notified u/s 4 of the Coal Act), and meets at starting point ‘A’. 

_ ~ ’ [No"1.9(57p77-CL]' 

TToflTo 84 0. — fofrir UTTTT >ft T? qftftT | far TOft tJTW® Jr srfad •jfft 4 "ftTTT Brer fan aflft qft ftrrmr $ I 

wer, m, town: nftmir mft (bht ftftc flwm) srfaffttpr, 1957 ( 1957 jrr 20 ) qft srra 4 qft ufsiTCr ( 1 ) sirr 
wfaepff tTfrir qrrft gtr mrft mrir ^ mrft urn •ft ^ \ 1 

*rfa(f»PTT ft *thFt *nft mft tfor % ^rqr qrr fafaeur ft^rr ftper fftfftifts (rnsrpr mnmr) w qrrBftm, RftitT ijmrr, Trier 
ft trr gmjTit 4T tmftTd, tM (fft^R) ft dr fttmrr fft'T=t«P m drrdfdd, t, ftflw 4RqrtfT ft farm m errm ^ 1 

W rfagmiT % wtfm mft diftr ft faersnr trftr BfaPrrr ftr tmr 13 ftr Trsrcr (7) ft fftfcss trftr r=rft, mi 

nr irt ttrmftsr tb ft jpppih tft errrfat ft 90 Pm % ftTen: wRntrrft, ft^B ftter ftfafer ffafftir, RftTr itratr, tNtT ftr 

9 (An ■r tfft 1 

iTTgftt 

fftSTT-dddr FrRTTT *BPP 

Tfamfr ftrtfmft ftrtrftFi 

£lo fto TRET / 0 2/ 7 7 
mfttj 15-11-197 7 

(fareft'TWMirft fspr srfftgfarer sjfft Tffter «ft *r# |) 

B4T ttPT 4T4T 4T4T fto ffttjr ffti»T“r 

Bo 

1 . m>frw ....... ftd .si jRrftarrrr dm 

fffaTCift : 270.00 ^^(^444) 

109. 26 (B444^ 

ftYdT dtftr 

d-ty fan trnr jftrtr ft ft mtfr £ 1 

w-4 fan trid Tftitr ft ft j(pr mefr | 1 

4-d far tnd ftw ftfa: dddr ftr dr^RT: dTdFd ftjdt % dnr-drd meft (m dddt ylrfftdfr didtr: drdrm fttm ftr |) 

a-ir Atf KHT fr^T dV tm ftt '4T4T: drdPT fttdf UTd did dfft % (ftt iftft ftTpTfft jft 'dTTT; dlRT-d dfdr dft jl) d>T JfrrftviT 
fftr^ V qT ffttrftf | I 

[fto 19( l)/78 tJfto(ftYot{5ro] 
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S.O. 840,— Whereas it appears to the Central Government that coal is likely to be obtained from the lands mentioned in the Schedule 
hereto annexed ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section ( l ) of Section 4 of the Coal Bearing Areas (Acquisition and Develop- 
ment) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), the Central Government hereby gives notice of its intention to prospect for coal therein, 

2. The plan of the area covered by this notification can be inspected at the Office of the Central Coalfields Limited, (Revenue Section), 
Darbhanga House, Ranchi or at the Office of the Deputy Commissioner, Hazaribagh (Bihar) or at the Office of the Coal Controller, 
Council House Street, Calcutta. 

All persons interested in the land covered by this notification shall deliver all maps, chaMs and other documents referred to in sub- 
section (7) of Section 13 of the said act to the Revenue Officer, Central Coalfields Limited, Darbhanga House, Ranchi within 90 days 
from the date of publication of this notification in the Official Language. 

SCHEDULE Dig, No. Rev/62/77 

Pindra-Dalma, Extcntion Block dt. 15-11-1977 

(West Bokaro Coalfield) Showing land notified for 

prospecting. 


SI. Village 

No, 

Thana 

Thana No. 

District 

Remarks 

1. Rabodh 

Mandu 

51 

Hazaribagh 

Part 


Total area : — 270.00 acres (approx,) 

or 109 . 26 hectares (approx.) 

Boundary Description 

A-B— line passes through village Rabodh. 

B-A— lino passes through village Rabodh. 

C-D -line passes along the part common boundary of villages Rabodh and Datma (which is also part common boundary 
of Datma Colliery), 

D-A -line passes along the part common boundary of villages Pindra and Rabodh (which is also the part common boun- 
dary of Pindra Colliery) and meets at starring point ‘A’. 

[No, 19(l)/78-CL] 

wTowto sic — fftTR t't Tit wVtr imi | fa 57 % xvwi xrogdr Jr *rF«ra- gfa Jr ^'Wtrr wfatirT fag^tur ^dRURT | i 
xr:, xr tn?rrr, sthrurr qm saw (xnfa xrk fWrtr) wfufffiTR, 1957 ( 1957 jr 20 ) if) ura 4 ^ Tiaur ( 1 ) ctirr srw 
nrfaRt 77 tmR ^ fiRm w g^ttwr % xm xttur gwrr MI \ 1 

str xtfEigw % xrriRr mi! (for sfr Jrcfa wr Prfhr“T tpgtr Td-T q")f5rrr (ttjtpt xrg'tmr) TPrifTT, TWTr tNt Tt 

7 <TTg»R TTam, tNI (fa^Tt), dt TTfaFTT fJRERT ^7 TnqfPR, 1 TfiTfaRT 3T37T rttWEtr Jr faqr Z5TT H'RTT $ I 

W srfu^RT T XTrM XTR TTTrfr wfa if fT'tfl RfaRt W 377 Wfaf/PTR ifT STTCT 13 7?V 37RRr ( 7) *f TfatT ttfil *TRfa$r, 

ttc xrh xrt % smrR 7?r trifle it yo far t mdt: 77**7 xrfintrtil, %-^tr ttt firfa^s, tutti ^rjtr, T'hfl 

wfr 7 Tyr 47f$g i 

^dr ' i ; i, 

( dtl 1} TTTgTT ’ftRfaleS) 

fppr tfo 7 ^ 77 / 40/77 
23-8 7 7 

(fayJf g?4TtT % fair R-fagfatr gfh ?Fsr?i |) 

RR ttR 4T7T 4147 faTT E77777 

do 

i. gdt . . . . . *rcg ie xM xrnr 

itct sforntT : 1000 . oo qw (srwr) 

7T 404, 6 S t/falT (pRvR) 

WthT 7^7 : 

yr-w — trm gdr Jr (t! ffifar ytrftRfr xrnm: oihin trim t) ?T^: arrcrt | i 

!ff-7 — 9 ^ST 477 Wff ^ ^ Tt 'fiTW: ^7 4(Tcff | I 

y-tr — jTsrTrtfat 4?) *rnrtt: Jr (sft trr*r xjfl tfttl sfkgfr xftr 7tt '4T77: rrPTRr rffar '4r |) urrtfy | i 

T-T ■ 77TT UTR Wrf n (tfr ^ TtrfJprft # 'ffTipr: 3TTRF7 iftWT |) Tffift % I 

ST-T — J73T 7RKT qf 7^1 th KRiTT: VW ^1 A (tti'l sOt: rfofr tff f jTTT >1171 Tfl 7177: tROTR ifr^r 7r %) (ftF7 TRll j I 

[7t> 19(67)/77 -tft o] 
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S.O, 841. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government that coal is likely to be obtained from the lands mentioned in the Sche- 
dule hereto annexed ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 4 of the Coal Bearing Areas (Acquisition and 
Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), the Central Government hereby gives notice of its intention to prospect for coal therein. 

The plan of the area covered by this notification can be inspected at the Office of the Central Coalfields Limited (Revenue Section), 
Darbhanga House, Ranchi or in the Office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ranchi (Bihar) or in the Office of the Coal Controller, 1, Council 
House Street, Calcutta, 

All persons interested in the land covered by this notification shall deliver all maps, charts and other documents referred to in sub- 
section (7) of Section 13 of the said Act to the Revenue Officer, Central Coalfields Limited, Darbhanga house, Ranchi within 90 days from 
the date of the publication of this notification. 


SCHEDULE 
Churl Extn. Block 
(North Karanpura Coalfield) 


Drg, No. Rev/46/77 
dated 26-8-77 


(Showing land notified for 
prospecting). 


SI. Village Thana ThanaNo. District Area Remarks 

No. 


1. Churi 


Burmu 16 Ranchi 


Part. 


Total area : — 1000.00 acres (approx.) 
or 404 . 68 hec. (approx.) 

Boundary Description : 

A-B — line passes through village Churi (which forms part common boundary with Manki Colliery). 

B-C-D— lines pass through village Churi (which forms part common boundary with Churi Colliery). 

D-E— line passes along the part central line of saphi Nadi (which is also part common boundary between villages Churi 
and Ray and Churl and Bacbra, 

E-F — line passes through village Churi (which forms part common boundary with Ray Colliery), 

F-A — line passes along the part central line of River Damodar or Deonod (which is also the part district boundary of 
Hazaribagh and Ranchi) 


[No. 19(67)/77-CLJ 


jtTowio 84 2.— fern At 5RPm $ fA snma rpj$^t *r Affar <jPt if «rm*n rett Pro, at% iff impm ft i 

(CRT, w, statt aBrtt tfk firurr) aIWtrit, 1957 (1957AT20) At arcr 4 iff ■jqtmr (1) ittt 

^rPt-ttfii at ran atR ijq aN% at ^aspt at^ a rrrrf srnw a) <3/441 | 1 

5TT wfa^nri' % WKtR gp 4T^ afcl % ^TSllA AT PrOsnr ApT AifAATT ftlfuii ( SI 4 f A *f*APT) AT APTfsFT, TTA'IT (tPJTT, Ttrff 
if AT TTPJAA AT AWfrFT, T^At (fa^rr) if 47 ABtAT pThlRA AT APjTH 4, 1, VI foci (/TATr Tsfle, A5TAW if fATi surrATT Jf I 

A"T AftT^RT % VHR ANff TJpT if Wfuf-TOR 4 ft OTTT 13 TT-UTT ( 7 ) if PrfaN rffifl, Ar t Rr 

tTA ATAT^A ATT rtfa^A^T $ RATA 4 At A 90 fa KfftlT TIARA 5 lf<JAift, ATT PtPt*A, 4 T»fn 7 gpjfi, T* 4 t Aft TfTNf 

AT Su 



[ww 3(ii)] 


UTOT TT TTSTTfl ; hF# 25, 1978/^ 4, 1900 


911 


(Thft T «. U I'T7 f/lctSlIef ) 

|to n'o 51^/58/77 

nnTw 1 - 10-1977 

(P>r*rSr 'j-ssm fk<r ^Pr T r 4 Pi hf |) 


tfo 

«TPTT 

«THr ho 

fahT 

vtrm 

frt'i 

l. 


31 



hT<T 

2, ©NT 


33 

thft 


hPT 

3. fSOTT 


34 

tM 


■arm 

ffTWIRiCT : 

385. 00 <(¥* (SFrah) 






m 15 5.80 (STTOn) 

tfthT Wn : 

t-w 7'it ono |tvt *r & *fm urmft ft i 
or-rr "Ntt dm tfk ftnrr if ft ?tvr snuff | i 

*r-«r Cantor fror s/bc ®m if ?r ?1r< imfC | 1 (sff st*rf?rc Ttfinrff hnm kthfh jfm *ft %) 

t-v ^tt trpr ottt rfk i^n if & ?>tt | sftr nrtfN* ftpj V tt fffdpft S i 

[h° 19( 5fi)/7 7-Tfta^«STi>] 


S.O. 842, — Whereas it appears to the Central Government that coal is likely to be obtained from the lands mentioned in the schedule 
hereto annexed ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 4 of the Coal Bearing Areas (Acquisition and Develop- 
ment) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), tho Central Government hereby gives notice of its intention to prospect for coal therein ; 

The plan of the area covered by this notification can be inspected at the Office of the Central Coalfledls Limited (Revenue Section), 
Darbhanga House, Ranchi, or at the Office of tho Deputy Commissioner, Ranchi (Bihar), or at the Office of the Coal Controller, 1, 
Council House Street, Calcutta. 

All persons interested in the land covered by this notification shall deliver all maps, charts and other documents referred to in sub- 
section (7) of Section 13 of the said Act to the Revenue Officer, Central Coalfields Limited, Darbhanga House, Ranchi within 90 days from 
the date of publication of this notification. 



SCHEDULE 

Hendegir Extn, Block 
(North Karanpura Coalfield) 


Drg. No. Rev/58/77 

dated 1-10-1977 

(Showing lands for 
prospecting). 

SI. village 

Thana 

Thana No, 

District 

Area Remarks 

No. 





1. Hendag 

Burmu 

31 

Ranchi 

Part 

2. Chhapar 

-do- 

33 

-do- 

-do- 

3. Binja .... 

-do- 

34 

-do- 

-do- 


Total area 

385 , 00 acres (approx.) 




or 

155.80 hec. (approx.) 




Boundary Description : 

A-B line passes through village Hendag. 

B-C line passes through village Hendag and Binja. 

C-D line passes through village Binja and Chhapar, 

(which is also part common boundary of Hcndegir Colliery). 

D-A line passes through villages Chhapar and Hendag and meets at starting point 'A'. 


[No, 19(56)/77-CL] 
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vr°wTo 84 3 — itfiPr totr tfr ag TOfa $t?rr $ ft sto torts w^fl h fP>h r Jjft Jr mro ftp; wft trtuptt £_ i*- 
trcr:, to, tofr fTwt tot w?r (ttto *fft ftw) wfertwr, 1957 ( 1957 tt 20) v) am 4 ft totrt (1) am to 
K rPmTO ft srifW frJt 50 tof «Pft% ft fr;T % toft xrrro F?r ^tot Ftf) $ 1 

to srfspjTOr v wtfft rt% tot % Jrrft to faflTOr JF5R tIr Fftfro ftfttr (tt-tot tojtot) tofTtot, totot krrt, ThrT Jr 

in gropa to waftra, tHt (ft^rr) Jr to fTiw frtrar to 1, Ffifror jraw r^te torto Jr fw m tort | 1 

XK xrfa^TOr % tnfR tot mTr ^f*T Jr fpsra TOftrr tor ^rftrftrTOT ^r ira 13 ifr tottrt (7) Jr ftrf'^ 3 : ?tto tof), toS to 
sto TOtrJhir TF wfirgror % sttouh 1 ■?> RRfar t 90 fro % tfftR tttof Trfarofr, Jt^r Fftr Fiftro ftftrty, fwit stort, thfr fU Fft- 

FTT FR ?*f I 

TOtjwJ 

'fftTO'Tfwft TORT STOP 






(tort 'ti"OJfj'c fTtrorr^) 


yio ^fo torf [64/77 fttot 12-12-77 

(farcrJr gfww % fJnr trfsrgftnrr TjfJr Ffim |) 

tht tott tt° fam faror 


A° 

1 


TOrtftit ....... 4 tHT tot 

FpF «* 290 . 00 tfr (fpwt) 

FT 117.35 UpTO: (TOTTO) 


TflKT TOfa: — 
FT-TF 

Sr-FTOT-TT 

FM 5 

U-Tr 

F-8. 


tro totr: tot Rmfft Jr Jr ijftR far tot wft^ *fk |wft ft) totr: mitof Tforr % tot-tot nirf) & 1 
ftir tot top#T^ Jr Jr ?Tfr totot t 1 

Jtjt tot tot% xfft T^rr fD totr; tottto rffaT % Trm-inn uml | 1 
^(»T OTT wrU? <fft »TF FTTO: ’TUTHF' TfPrT % TOT-FTF 'Jmft ^ I 

^ tttf TOifft Jr Jr ?>r srrrfr | aft nrlw wfirtwr aft *rm 9 ( 1 )% ftsFrt ttc-ttio 4sao mfrw 3 - 12-76 % w^ttr 
shtf; iTOta vrfJrFfr O^l-VM afr Fftnft tfPrr ttJ | 1 


[rfo 19(2)/? e-FfrotRTo] 


S.O. 843 .. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government that coal is likely to be obtained from the lauds mentioned in the sche- 
dule hereto annexed ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 4 of the Coal Bearing Areas (Acquisition and 
Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), the Central Government hereby gives notice of its intention to prospect for coal therein, 

2. The plan of the area covered by this notification can be inspected in the Office of the Central Coalfields Limited (Revenue Section), 
Darbhanga House, Ranchi, or at the Office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ranchi (Bihar), or at the Office of the Coal Controller, 1 , Council 
House Street, Calcutta. 

All persons interested in the land covered by this notification shall deliver all maps, charts and other documents referred to in sub- 
section (7) of Section 1 3 of the said act to the Revenue Officer, Centra! Coalfields Limited, Darbhanga house, Ranchi, within 90 days from 


the date of publication of this notification. 

SCHEDULE 




Karkata- West Tumang Block 
(North Karanpura Coalfield) 


Drg. No. Rev/64/77 

Dated 12-12-77 
(Showing land notified for 
prospecting). 

SI. Village 

No. 

Thnna Thana No. District 


Remarks 

1 . Nawadih 

Burmu 4 Ranchi 


Part 


Total area 290.00 acres (approx.) 

or 117.35 hectares (approx , ) 


Boundary Description 

A-b line passes partly through village Nowadih, then along the part common boundary of villages Nawadih and 


b-c-d-e-f 

F-G 


G-H 

H-A 


Hcsalong. 

lines pass through village Nawadih. 

line passes along the part common boundary of villages Nawadih and Karkata. 
line passes along the part common boundary of villages Nawadih and Tumang. 

line passes through village Nawadih which is also southern boundary of Block-l-Karkata Colliery Exln. acquired u/s 9(1) 
of the Coal Act, vide S.O. No. 4830 dt. 3-12-76, 


[No. 19(2)/78-CL] 
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[wa IT — mz 3 ( i i ) ] trt tt tito : rrpf 25, 1978/^ 4 , 1900 

af ff*fT, 9 UpT, 1 978 

Vc>wr° 8 4 4. — kfl'T TrOTR fT W, SlfRT ffbTT % fo TUTT TTTSTE SfiRfft if TfvRT 'iffV if fUMI WfWTFff fa? ^TFf ft 4T'fl1RT^T | I 
5T5T-, W faffa TRTR, T4WT afa eff?T (WT «k fTTTTT) STfafaTT 1957 ( 1957 T>T 20) ft OTTT 4 ft TfTSTTTT ( l) TRT JTTCT 
wfafaf TT sfaRT TRTf ??, TRiif ffaT TT g^ffifRT TTff % wfaf WTWT ft T^T kfl & I 

stt srf 9^-4 8 1 n (srtjfR mir anr ekr % krfa tt faffaT 'TfrarTf f ttt fr^RT fain is (tritt srjttt) Tankra, fatiTR ?r?Tr, Tffac ant, 

aRPR, ar afarr, f TTakra, ffaTRTqr (ntRakr) ar ftarr ffafar % afafaa, j arefapa j?raa T^fa, awam if faar «rr awr 1 1 

W wfa^TTT % ?TRTJT7T ’TRT afar fan if famPT ?fa ^afar 33TT fafafiTT ft STITT 1 .1 ft WJTTT ( 7 ) if affafi fifa TTO TT# 
sfk spa THITT anfatrg?RT f STTRPT iff fifafa if 90 fa? £ fatR TRW fatjarfl' Tfafat ffa flT-W ftrftff, ffafaT iTTRTT, nffaT TUT, 
THP| T- 1 ft tRutI nX'l I 

snjq^t 

(TH.^I *FIm <rt ) faw (^oST*) 

^nfn f° Tff-l(i)/III-WT£’ ffo 021 1077 
TKfw 27-9-1977 





(fatrii rprem % kr? srftr^frrr 

Ijlr TtklcT 

■W TTPT TT fiPT 



fwr HT5TW 

ffrrPT 






1. T.I'JPUK 

249 19 

TTT «ftrj 

faRmnr 

TTPT 

2. TTkrkrT 

2 5 2 19 

tt 

; ; 

ma 

3 . 3rt4T (ulTH) . 

— 1 9 

} 1 

1 1 

'TRT 

4. UT[T ft? 

— 19 

1 1 

i) 

TTTT 

fi. %TT "ti'VsH 

251 18 

) • 

) ; ‘ 

7TT*T 

5pT EffST+'/f i 

1250. 00 tf'FT (STW) 





TT 50 6. 00 (PPFVPr) 




*ftm «njT* •— 






t-tt fair TTrmr Taw ft'jaf #tt f nra-nTa, fnrfa aTosrroTfo 2989 akfar 7- 1 o - 1 e 6 3 f n?fa< ftw afar efar (tfarr fk 
fanm) fafafarr, 1957 fr srm 9 % *fafa a?# iff ^0^f^fa?T'nrsjTT$,nTnTTfaTT7^?kRTntff $*fk ffa$ V tt f^srsfr 

t 1 

Sff-TT ^JgT TUT TRTTT, tT/jaffa (<{]??) *k ffaflm if ?faT TTlff <t far ffa$ V TT ffalfa | I 

rf-T-S fUT TTW fR.ffaT, WfflT, %W fk %TT TT^TT if ^tTR TTRTf | ?fk '»’ TT frTTTff t I 

T-T k3T TTHT %TT TRSUTT ?T 5'fHR TTTff ^ 5lk TTTTT %TT TR15TT ffR 7TTTFTT Tlf TTWRT TflTT TT, fsFJ V TT, fwff t I 

Ttjt imr ^nTTRwrr sflr tiw*(t # ttttfst ttVitt % ^krr ^mff | sftr w TTTTmr stfk if ?kfR 'snrft' | wk '^r’ 
TT f M '1 -f i ^ I 

5 T-W-5T- kar t i ks io t mmraff Tftriff Tffirr % ’tw-itw, kn spToWTojfo 298 9 Tkm 7 - 10 - 1 963 ^ 'T^orc rfwr Trt s?tr (w^tt tfk 

2 - 5 -t- fraro) 'crfirPTTT, 1957 aff smr 9 % anrfT gff wrsj^o fkn ttt ^ar irm Tiwrrir ^fan; <t ar,7ff | aik flKfRTiT 

3 afk ar W tt fk^nrft | 1 

[#° 1 9( G 3 ) / 7 7-Tff otT^o] 

iTTroarRo^o fkrsff, faitw 


New Delhi, the 9th March, 1978 

S.O, 844. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government that coal is likely to be obtained from the lands mentioned in the 
Schedule hereto annexed ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (I) of Section 4 of the Coal Bearing Areas (Acquisition and 
Development) Act, 1 957 (20 of 1957), the Central Government hereby gives notice of its intention to prospect for coal therein. 

The plan of the area covered by this notification can be Inspected at the Office of the Western Coal fields Limited (Revenue Section), 
Bisesar House, Temple Road, Nagpur-I or at the Office of the Collector, Bilaspur (Madhya Pradesh) or at Ihe Office of the Coal Controller, 
], Council House Street, Calcutta. 

All persons interested in the lands covered by this notification shall deliver all maps, charts and other documents referred to in sub- 
section ( 7 ) of section 1 3 of the said Act to the Revenue Officer, Western Coalfields Limited, Bisesar House, Temple Road, Nagpur-1 within 
ninety days from the date of publication of this notification. 

430 G 1/77—7 
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SCHEDULE 

Rajgamar Expansion Block 
(Korba Coalfield) 

District-Bilaspur (M.P.) 


SI, Name of Village Khcwat 

No. No. 


1 . Rajgamar ....... 249 

2. Korkoma 252 

3. Kerwa (U/S) 

4. Dhengur Dih (U/S) — 

5. Kerakachhar 251 


Total Area : 1250.00 acres (approximately) 
or 506.00 hectares (approximately) 


Drawing No. C-1(E)/IIIR-D 0211077 
Dated ; 27-9-77 

(Showing land notified for prospecting) 


Patwari 

Circle 

No. 

Tahsil 

District 

Area 

Remarks 

19 

Katghora 

Bilaspur 

— 

Pari 

19 

ll 

11 

— 

Part 

19 

)f 

11 

— 

Part 

19 

(1 

11 

— 

Part 

18 


11 


Part 


Boundary Description ; — 

A-B line passes through village Rajgamar along the eastern boundary of Rajgamar Rlock already notified u/s 9 of the 
Coal Bearing Area (Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957 vide S.O. No. 9 dated 7-10-1963 and meets at point 
‘B’. 


B-C line passes through villages Rajgamar, Dhengurdlh (U/S) and Korkoma and meets at point ‘C’. 

C-D-E line passes through villages Korkoma, Rajgamar, Kerwa and Kerakachhar and meets at point ‘E\ 

E-F Line passes throguh village Kerakachhar and meets at common boundary of villages Kerakachhar and Rajgamar 
at point 'F'. 


F-G-H Line passes along the common boundary of villages Kerakachhar and Rajgamar and then Rajgamar and Kerwa 
and meets at point ‘H’. 

H-I-J-K-L- Line passes through village Rajgamar along with the southern boundary of Rajgamar Block already notified u/s 

M-N & A. 9 of the Coal Bearing Areas (Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957, vide S.O. No. 2989 dated 7-10-1963 and meets 

at starting point ‘A’. 


(f*lJ4 fawn) 

4$ ftseft, 9 41#, 1978 

UTo Wo 84 5. — %4ffa 4RT1T, 94T4 ’pTfer Rfsrf^PTR, 
1966 ( 1966 TT 3l) 9# HITT 80 #1 49414 ( 5 ) % WJUtef 
tf, W19 'TfttftWTT-tTf^-2 (#9 4 404 ^TH") %, f#4% 4#« 
if rffiffuFtf ^71 441 I) f#Rf4f#4 09 cad #), 499 trfRfaqd 

ir) RTT1 80 95V 44RU1 (e) % 9T9 iffcR RUT 79 % 'ffrfPT 
irfStT WW 3RT4 W 44 1 tt#?!, 1978 % TUTfUtT 444) 

wrfq;:— 

]. RTR: 

(t) w ntR, ttwwt trfijR, wk w 

sjwt flrrfr k? #k ith, sis ws k») 

3%r, 9)94 fawn #k 44 fern RTrimurpt 1 

( 9 ) JfTR 4 4# d't ■e'tiT I 

(9) 94 Ftttr WT griff | 

(9) faRt] 1 

2 . «T4 f4W9 4Wf : 

(^) BTwrrtf, fmkr r«tt Rwik i 

■(^) wr Onro gri# 1 


[No. 19(63)/77-CL] 

S. R. A. RJZVI, Director 

(4) Xiiet', I vti xtk 97141 RTftTgt I 

(r) sfk Rig 9T4‘f 4 ^P^-tpi-lTfifanT 

#99 I 

(5) fkfWl Rf#9 Rk 473T4 99R) 44# I 
3. 44? 4T# : 

(ft) 449 414, 44 fwr #4fT9f 4fjRl, 9f9 #44, RTO4- 

944 #44 #k fe#49 #f44 I 

( 4 ) 444 41# 94441, 491 49T44 49tf) 4tf#41 399791 
9f?R, -S$mZ tfk f#f%R nfaWTRI 

[#o 2 1/14/7 6-419*414)4 541^.^.^^0^X1] 
Tfo 440 -4f44'4l. 4414 9f#9 

(Department of Power) 

S.O. 845, — In pursuance of sub-section (5) of section 80 
of the Punjab Reorganisation Act, 1966 (31 of 1966), the 
Central Government hereby transfers, with effect from 1st 
April, 1978 the following components of the Beas Project 
Unit II (Bens Dam at Pong) in relation to which the con- 
struction has been completed, to the Bhakia Beas Manage- 
ment Board constitulcd under section 79. read with sub- 
section (6) of section 80, of the said Act, namely : — 

I — Dam 

(a) Earthen Dam including reservoir and its manage- 
ment. 
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[ttt II — 3(ii)] nrar tt tuftt : 

(b) Seismograph stations, discharge sites along with 

wireless stations, meteorological and hydraulogical 
laboratories, 

(c) Instruments embedded in dnni. 

(d) Drainage tunnels. 

(e) Electrical installations. 

II — Outlet Works 

(a) Intake Structures with Trashracks and Bulkheads. 

(b) Outlet tunnels. 

(c) Gates, Hoists and Conduits. 

(d) Hoist-cum-Elcvalor shafts with Elevators and Metal 

works. 

(c) Stilling Basin and Protection woitcs, 

HE— Spillway 

(a) Spillway including drainage Galleries, Approach 
channel, outfall channel and slilling basin. 

(b) Spillway Gates including Operation Moohanisim, 
Hoists and Miscellaneous installation. 

[No. 21/14/7fi-B&B-Vol. II/D. Ill] 

P. M. BELLIAPPA, Jt. Secy. 


frrp arFr trut ttfrut rrimt 
tt“W ftwFT) 

Tyroft, 28 TTTTtf, 1978 

1ST. 3TT. 84(5.— yyNr RTR7R, TprdTTT (TUT 4 TlTHT/m" 

totb re V ^ fcp) rmbn ?d ddid<tft— 1970 4 fcunr 10 t? 

gR-fmUT (4) 4 sSl^RTTT if 2&S/k fyy? (?wi 

arft Tmor Trmur ftwnT) tR, T^ray ft 

tt Trrft rtvt; wt rift ttt fern if, TrTftf ?“ i 

[THWT THR 9'4‘77-JEltT. 1/^-475/78 ^'2 (^KT)I 

ttr- Tfty w 

MINISTRY OF EDUCATION AND SOCIAL WELFARE 
(Department of Education) 

New Delhi, the 28th Febrttray, 1978 

S.O. 846. — In pursuance of sub-rule (4) of rule 10 of 
the Official Languages (Use for official purposes of the Union) 
Rules, 1976, the Central Government hereby notifies that the 
Central Hindi Directorate (Ministry of Education and Social 
Welfare) tho staff whereof have acquired a working knowledge 
of Hindi. 

[No. F. 9-4/77-Admn. I/D. 475/78 D-II(L)] 
SARAN SINGH, Under Secy. 


7 Tift, 1978 

*ITo WTo 847. — TUP TUfoT CUT TCTTT ft Tftmft TUT 
TtTT RffffftTT, 1 948 ( 1 948 TT 34 ) ft) HKT 4 % tsPn (t) 

% mijrmr ft ftr ftt° Ttjrtrurr tit? ftr tt ftt ttn« 

TFTPFsFT, TTT TfftT TrItT" imFlT, TTUT 4UTTT TT 

'TT ftwT, TTAft Ft TtftmCt "TUT ftlui fftau If TT "TUT 47 
TfftfftftTFT TUT ft ftTTT TTT ftfcr fam f. I 

TO': TT %TftT TFFR 'FTTTft TUT TRT TfafTTT, 194 8 
( 1948 47 34) R?T TUT 4 % RTTUT ft, TTOt TTTUT ft ’‘-FT 
ffijrUTT TT Trfy^-441 Wt 47° Wo 1517 TlffT 14 TINT, 
197 6 ft FdHfiTfi FT ftfthFT TTTrfV ft, WlftC — 


TTft 25, 1078/^R 4, 1900 

ttt Rfa^wrr ft, "[tut tutth mr mi 4 ft mr 

(t) ft Rffir 'fiufpftw]” vffiiTt % fttft TTT 15 % 

TTTT ft) Tfftfe ft FTT7 TT, TfftfSJ Tsf) Tirptf, 

TTft[ : — 

"’•ft ft a RTTo TTTTTTTT, WTT7 TTT ffiftr, JftaW TTTTT, 
TTTUT TwTPT tr^rj *TT {R-qrT, TToflT l" 

[ffijTT ^ 0 / 1 s 0 1 2 ( 3 ) /7 6-TTotnfo] 

MINISTRY OF LABOUR 

New Delhi, the 7th March, 1978 

S.O. 847.- — Whereas the State Government of Karnataka 
has, in pursuance of clause (d) of section 4 of Ihe Employees’ 
State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) nominated Shri K. 
R. Ramachandran, Commissioner and Secretary to Govern- 
ment of Karnataka, Social Welfare and Labour Depart- 
ment, Bangalore, to represent that State on the Employees’ 
State Insurance Corporation, in place of Shri V. Venugopala 
Naidu ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 4 of the Em- 
ployees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), the Central 
Government hereby makes the following amendment in 
the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry 
of Labour No. S.O. 1517, dated the 14th April, 1976, 
namely : — - 

In the said notification, under the heading ‘‘[Nominated 
by tho State Governments under clause (d) of section 41”, 
for the entry against item 15, the following entry shall be 
substituted, namely • 

“Shri K. R. Ramachandran, Commissioner and Secre- 
tary to the Government of Karnataka, Social 
Welfare and Labour Department, Bangalore”, 

[No. U-16012(3)/76-H.I.] 
Tf 9 TTT, 1978 

TToWIo 848 . — %?sTt TTTTTTT, ■piTRTf)' TUT TffiT RfiTpTTT, 
1948 ( 1948 TT 34) 4?t TTTT 87 STTT TTTT ffiTTTf TT TTtT 
TOT gr, sfk TTT5 TWT % <TT TTUTT T° TT° 

Wo 3670 RTTffiT 30 fiRUTT, 1970 ^ WJ-RT $T ft ftPT^IPT 
PyftTTftTTT ftfTJS", l J4T 4?) TTT HTfhfTTT % TT^tT IT 9 Wja 1 , 
1977 ft 30 4jR, 1978 TTT fftp# T? ftr wft T' R-urTd 
| Tft ?flT WtfS" %" FtTT TJS ^ I 
/ 

2. Ttt ITT fTTRftffisT f, RTft: — 

( 1 ) TTcT TTmrT TT fTTUpp TTftj Tfnpf 

fkm ^tt ■t.Ktn^T tt. srftTftTR TTftrrr tt (Fr% 

'UTT'I 'TTT TUftr’ 4 T 5 T TTT ft), tfffi ftaTfUTt, ^fT 5TTT 
*f TtVf ^ifT ftftrftlTf TfttT ^TT Tt Turnf) Tmr T)TT (ffiRUTr) 
fsrftrr, 1950 wirr rtFu to ftifv 'ft; 

( 2 ) fftTT ?RT UfT TTfaftTTT 4?) TTTTT 4 5 5ft tJTtTTTT ( 1 ) 

% wift ftTTT farr TTT iftt ftrlwr TT ftm TT UT fftftw 
TTfhlFT 'fftj WT TWft : — 

(l) TTTT 44 *FV ^TEnTT ( l) % SpftT ^ suf«f tft 

trt * ftrft ftrT'ftt 4 ft' ftftrfteff «tft tettFit 

TUft % TTUTTfI TT 

(ii) T? RfTfftfrTT RTft % TTURTtf f>F ’UTRTft TUT 
Tftrr (Tnuntr) ftrftTT, 19 50 am ttt wrftpt 

TftiTTT sftr TrfRHTT *FT, TTT Tufft ftpf Tft TTT 

T TT T^f, TT 
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(iii) rj wOrWwi Trot "f RRtrorrif fV ^r4=^rrTY, ftRt- 

ITTT fRR R(T TOT RtRRf rT, falpfr ifjWW 1 ? 

hr RfR^TOrr % irfrR Hi to Tft %, rrr if rVt 

RTR; Ijq- if qr^- RT jJtJTR TOTT gXTT | RT Rff; RT 

(iv) Jig; wPrPrfwff totr % rtototir fR tot totEt ^ 
i^ttr, tot to rtwtr % #t *r wfafRRR % totrto 
TOJW «T, t$t swift Rt totrttot fwr rrt ®tt 

RT R$r; 

fRFRpirftfff TO RT% % M TOWS JtRT • 

( Bp) rrtr Rr torr%t pTRtrotr ir xrfsiTT rtoit fa RJ ttT 

it » ft unroofr it Mi toeM faxtotR rt tor twA 

RRifRR TTfiTOTT RT, 

(w) Rfi RRIR RT TORR%f fRRfRR % iTfRRTTO'm faff! 
RITOffit, TRTRR, RTREtR RT RTO RpCTOC *T froft «ff 
SlTOR TOTR RT RRW RTTO WfT TOT% RRTft % RJ TOftTT 
RTTO ftt RJ SRfWRRf ^ froflRTR xffir. RTT^ft % TORTR 
R ffirfHR RTf TObt, RfjRT rTt TORRERIRR, Rif fRTf- 
(prut Rr tor Rnarrft % topst rTO/H r< rVt totrY 'rerofr 

RTOf £' RT TO^ tflft TORRTTt ft M R TOR7RR 
RTOT^ RT 

(R) RRTR RT TORRfjR fRRM 8h, TOT% wfifTRcrf RT TfR r 
R fV, Rr fi?r fwr *RfRT Rt TO 9% TOTOIfi), totrr, rtrE 
m TT TO rECRT if RTRT TOR, RT $$ fRRf TOfaR 
R> M% RT* *r TORT fatfWR RT R^R RTHTTt % TOR 
RJ fWTR 'RTO RT ijPPi'RRTT RTTR ^ fR RJ RR* 
TOTt I, TOftW RWi RT 

(R) $T RTTRtrt TRTRR, TORYTOR RT TOR RflTOC if TTO RR 
Mt xfTOSY rt tor rtoM ^ RRro fair 

RTTRr RT SfT^r RRRRR ^TRT I 

SRWnWR! TORS 

HR RTRA *T ^Wnfl RRTR ir 4 rV TORTtR'P g) Rt I RRTfR 
% ftTR STTRET RT^RR RR t?T RRTRtt RT TPTR TOTTi RRTiR, 
R^ RRTpRR fTRT RTRT f[ ftt RRTTITRT T5R RT RRf f I R^ Tft 
TOnfror Mr tort t fro 'JRftifl ' rrtr % tR ft Ml % fes 
RT Rfrog^r RTOR R?RT I 

[tfo TTRo-3B0T4/:)5/7G'TTRc. TOt 0 ] 

New Delhi, the 9th March, 1978 

S.O. 848, — Tn exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 87 of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 
of 1948), and in continuation of the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Labour No. 
S.O. 3670, dated the 30th September, 1976, the Central 
Government hereby exempts the Hindustan Antibiotics Limi- 
ted, Pimpri, Pune from the operation of the said Act for 
a further period from the 9th October, 1977 upto and 
inclusive of the 30th lune, 1978. 

2, The above exemption is subject to the following condi 
tions, namely : — 

(1) The employer of the said factory shall submit in 
respect of the period during which that factory 
was subject to the operation of the said Ac.t 
(hereinafter referred to as the said period), such 
returns in such form and containing such part- 
culars as were due from it in respect of the said 
period under the Employees’ State Irisurancc 
(General) Regulations, 1930 ; 


(2) Any Inspector appointed by the Corporation under 
sub-section (1) of section 43 of the said Act, o' 
other Official of the Corporation authorised jn this 
behalf shall, for the purposes of— 

(i) verifying the particulars contained in any return 

submitted under sub section ( 1 ) of section 44 
for the said period ; or 

(ii) ascertaining whether registers and records were 

maintained as required by the Employees’ State 
Insurance (General) Regulation, 1950 for the 
said period ; or 

(iii) ascertaining whether the employees continue to 

be entitled to benefits provided by the employer 
in cash and kind being benefits in consideration 
of which exemption is being granted under this 
notification ; or 

(iv) ascertaining whether any of the provisions of (he 

Act had been complied with during the period 
when such provisions were in force in relation to 
the said factory ; 

be empowered to — 

(a) require the principal or immediate employer to 

furnish to him such information and he may consi- 
der necessary ; or 

(b) enter any factory, establishment, office or other 

premises occupied by such principal or imme- 
diate employer at any reasonable time and require 
any person found inchafgc thereof to produce to 
such Inspector or other official and allow him to 
examine such accounts, books and other documents 
relating to the employment of persons and payment 
of wages or to furnish to him such information 
as he may consider necessary ; or 

(c) examine the principal or immediate employer, his 

agent or servant, or any person found in such 
factory, establishment, office or other premises or 
any person whom the said Inspector or other 
official has reasonable cause to believe to have been 
an employee ; or 

(d) make copies of or take extracts from, any register, 

account, book or other document maintained in 
such factory, establishment, office or other premi- 
ses. 

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM 

It has become necessary to give retrospective effect to 
the exemption in this case, as the processing of the appli- 
cation for exemption took time. However, it is certified 
that the factory is eligible for exemption. Tt is also certified 
that grant of exemption with retrospective effect will not 
affect the interest of anybody adversely. 

[No. S-38014/35/76-H1J 


nf Mf), in rtr, i 9 7 h 

TO TO'-’ 84 9. — TOjflq RTRTT, RiRRTTT TTTO RtRT RftjfnRR 
19 48 ( 1 9 4 8 RT 34) RT OTTT 88 RTTT RRtT ®rf-MRT Rr RRtR 
RT^- JR, rIt RTTR TORI 7 aft TOT RRTTR TO TOfaj[TOiT TT« TRc 
TOTo 7 13 7, nTTba 1 6 TO,, 1 977 % TOTRR if TORT RTTOT % 
TfMTOP TOTOTR IT RRftJR MtR RETORT TOT 3RTR TtRT TORP1, 

RTf % ffiRfffiT RRTOfTRf TO -RET xrftrfRRR rM ir, 7 RTOT 
1977 ^ 30 TOT, 1978 RR, EftR 9S fTOT ffi TtfififTOT t, 
xfri TOTfb % fTOT WT ifif) ^ I 

2 JRfTO ®3T Rf TO? fMfafirjR S. TPTfR : — 

( l) TffTO TOTTORI, frorit TOTRTO) Rif TOT %, RR rf«T 

’rq'RT, fsTOT T5T RTTO Rjf t Rrf T Rf % TOR RHfVTO RR1- 
ftPTTT fTORTR TORR; 



[wr II— 3 ( ii )] RTTO 

" ^ ■” "■ 

( 2 ) *¥ % 5 ‘fa ^ >fr, TOfafat RTB OTfafTOR *fr *ufar 

rfyft qrjfqtmi toot tor toot, ffafar qfa T fair q 

ITTT *1 tfa ^ % IT^W 5 # # OTTlOT 

& TO ottot ## 1 # % toottc to to 7?r . # toR, 

(a) wz shot wqfk % fir’ 1 ; qfe qrfa OTfaroq 9;# $ fa" 
to ^afr 5 I # t qrfarr q# faq tort; 

( 4 ) OTOT qTOUTO TO faq'faqr, TOT TOtftT TO TOOTT fatfa 
qfaR TOT 47177?# TO ^OTT OTfiTfaqOT S#TR TO (fa% 
TO*r **fa mrqfa otr xprffcr ^ r wf t)> $# faro- 
faqf, (fa TOOT ir *rfa ifa f OTTO ROT! fagOT fair to 
TOTTOOT 7T7Tq qfat (WTSTRIT) fafaqOT 19 50 t Wtffa 
far grs tot# # totot OTf) *ff ; 

( 5 ) fwr 3 T 74 OTfafaqq # tmr 45 # otottoot 
( 1 ) %■ wrffa ft to? faqr qqr qifa ftfaw, qr faTOT 
to ?ot ftfarr qrffaro #£ toot OTromcr 

(i) mcr 4 4 #r ttogtot ( 1 ) ^ Wfft, w TOrfa 

# ottot fa (if fw ftqTfar # fafaffaqr # 

TOOTTfaq 4 fa % fair IT'fRRT'T to; 

(ii) q? fafaftfrror ffa ft otTOototot fa TOfarrt otpr 

*f>^T (TTTtTTT'q ) faftqq, 1 9 50 IFT Wt- 

TT^rfVrg tfroro far ^rf'tr^rar, rot wqfa v fay; 
Ft qq ^ to qff; to 

(iii) mf faffftffaq am '* TOTTOfa fa fa- 
OTtfa, ftq'tTOfl 3X<T fa" q<7OTq SHOT# #, faqfa 
trfaTOitqtjH nrffagOTTO % xttfft hr fa ^1 1 
<# |, Jr ?fti 3*g Jr t rT?f apt fiRfrc 

|-?n ^ ijt nr 

(iv) n? wMqfiHpr ^ % sr*fFmm ft ? 4 r «rafsr 
% ^hr?r, 4 R <fTT-Rn% %■ ?R 6 r it wfsftqrr 

% wff 5 rtt »r, tr%- f^ff ^tft ^r fr 
R rqr qqr «rr *rr ^t; 

faTFTfprfu^T q? firtr |pn : — 

(>p) JTETH ITT Wasq-^f^T it HT^MT ^TWr f% m 3% 

httI ^Rqr^t ^ fnir ^qtT’ra qr qaq wuT^t 

rrroraT >tt 

(tj) S.ir irtrrq ^t w^qqF^r ftir'FRr % qfsnrmrtftq' ffqfr 

ifTTWlir, ¥«TFFf, TTJTfqq 1(1 4 Fq qfTTR it fa# vft 

#^r rrqq tt stto arn^T q>< snTRt tt to 
q^srr T,Rir fa ^ ^far# fa ftifm *fh % 

tot q it rtqftra ^it fajr, ^f^q’t #1 «Rq qr^rfar frit 
fTOtwq; qr ^rt qwrft %■ TOrur TR^n tfa to# 
qflwr tr# ?, qr 17 # mw& ? fair ^ rtoto 

Rwir Ti 

(it) qsrm ht TOqqffq from far, ^ifa wfTO# qq 
JTTO fa>, qq Crir fa# ^qf# faV fat rrfa ifTOqT# P^TTO, 
qrqfaq qr to qfqTO it qqqr uun;, qr i# fa# ®qfaq 
# ffafa qrt it 3 w faTi-^ qr qiq TOtntt qr qqq 
q^ fqqq R qrfa to ^fqq^TO totot | fa q^ Tufa# 
|, qrlWT qrrqr; qr 

(q) fafa qqq'qrir, iqm, qqqfaq qr toit qfqqq it Fff qq 
fa# qfaprr, JrarTfat qr q?q qqqr^q # q^q qqrq 
toto qr tott TOTOq JrqT I 
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wflwrc*fa ITOT 

»q qrqJr Jr gqfa# srroq Jr ^ 4ot stoitto # # ^ TOtfa 

SS ip faq 5TTR 5TT#TT TO TO TOfafa TOR it TTTO TTTO I 
qqrfa, to TOTfaq faqr toot $ fa faq qfafJqfaTt Jr wtoth 
it # q$ »it q «# # fawn ^ ^rfa TOrfartt k t to 

fh TO # sqrfaq ffan *tm Jr fa srft Jr raq TO 

Jr fRrfr %■ fTO to qfJfarr rrmq qgt ts^t i 

[rr^qr iirro-a80i4/8/77-TOro wrfo] 

New Delhi, the 10th March, 1978 

S.O. 849.— In exercise ol the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 88 of the Employees’ Slate Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 
1948) and in continuation of the notification of the Govern- 
ment of India in the Ministry of Labour No. S.O. 2137 
dated the 6th June, 1977 the Central Government hereby 
exempts the regular employees of the Central workshop, 
Small Industries Service Unit, CiLiindy, belonging to the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Industry from the 
operation of the said Act for a further period with effect 
from the 7th April, 1977 uplo and inclusive of (he 30th June, 
1978. 

2. The above exemption Is subject to the following condi- 
tions, namely :— 

(1) The aforesaid factory wherein the employees are 
employed shall maintain a register showing the 
names and designations of the exempted employees; 

(2) Notwithstanding this exemption, the employees shall 

continue to receive such benefits under the said Act 
to which they might have become entitled to on 
the basis of the contributions paid prior to the date 
from which exemption granted by this notification 
operates; 

(3) The contributions for the exempted period, if already 

paid, shall nol be refunded; 

(4) The employer of the said factory shall submit in 
respect of the period during which that factory was 
subject to the operation of the said Act (herein- 
after referred to as the said period), such returns 
in such form and containing such particulars as 
were due from it in respect of the said period 
under the Employees’ State Insurance (General) 
Regulations, 1950; 

(5) Anv Inspector appointed by the Corporation under 
sub-section (1) of section 45 of the said Act, or 
other Official of the Corporation authorised in this 
behalf shall, for the purposes of — 

(i) verifying the particulars contained in any return 

submitted under sub-section (1) of section 44 for 
the said period; or 

(ii) ascertaining whether registers and records were 

maintained as required by the Employees’ State 
Insurance (General) Regulations, 1950, for the 
said period; or 

(iii) ascertaining whether the employees continue to ho 

entitled to benefits provided by the employer in 
cash and kind being benefits in consideration of 
which exemption is being granted under this 
notification; or 

(iv) ascertaining whether any of the provisions of the 

Act had been complied with during The period 
when such provisions were in force in relation to 
the said factory be empowered to — 

(a) required the principal or immediate employer 

to furinsh to him such information as he may 
consider necessary; or 

(b) enter any factory, establishment, office or olher 
premises occupied by such principal or im- 
mediate employer at any reasonable time and 
require any person found iucharge thereof lo 



918 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : MARCH 25, 1978/CHAITRA 4, 1900 [Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


produce to such Inspector or other official and 
allow him to examine such accounts, books 
and other documents relating Lo iho employ- 
ment of persons and payment of wages or to 
furnish to him such information as he may 
consider necessary; or 

(c) examine the principal or immediate employer 

his agent or servant, or any person found in 
such factory, establishment, office or other 
premises, or any person whom the said Inspec- 
tor or other official has reasonable cause to 
believe to have been an employee; or 

(d) make copies of or take extracts from, any re- 
gister, account book or other document main- 
tained in such factory, establishment, office or 
other premises. 

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM 

Tt has become necessary to give retrospective effect to the 
exemption in this case, as the processing of the application 
for exemption took time. However, it is certified that the 
conditions under which the exemption was originally granted 
still persist and the employees are eligible for exemption. It 
is also certified that the grant of exemption with retrospcc 
tive effect will not affect the interest of anybody adversely. 

[No. S-38014/8/77-HI] 

jrto MTo 85o. — kakr etttt, toIettI tot 4Irt ATfafERR, 
1948 ( 19 18 TT 9 4) kt fSTTTi 8 7 SECT RTOT UTfWtf TO' ERIE 
TOk *jk RITE HTTOT RETOR kf STfa^ERT EWI TD 
XTTo 2 19 6 RTOfT, 1 9 7 8 k ER 4 TRTrfl TOT eIRT 

fEER % RTTRk TOE % ETOlVj TEftff fWTRTT fafR7T, TRffi 
TT RT ERE ETTIT % Rk^T tflT RfTETO REFER k TOStE EfTOT 
JTTOT TOTER t, ERE TTfafEER k TREE *T il EiTTOft, 1977, 

Jr 10 RTE7T, 1 9 78 ET, fXRJf Elko 4f EfFEtEE $ <PT 
PR7 r 4 R?r TOffa k friR TO kit ft I 

2. TRtRC TVS kt V1R fkEfkftlE ft, TORfa ; — 

( 1 ) TOE TOTEHJ TO fERkw TO TOffa kt EIRE faR% 
RkTR TO TOTTOE RT TOT) EDfERE TERETE Rt (fatT Wk 
TJEk ETET“ ‘to; ERfa’ TOE ER1 ft) RRt fERTfERt kt WT 

*r tk prT fRWisrfr rIto tot et to Rift tot etet (ethttw) 
Ft[rrr 1950 k r41r to rot toFr kt tore kft kt; 

( 2 ) fTOR 3TR TOR RrtrfRRR kt HITT 45 kt TORTT (l) 

k wak koTO frotT tot kk fEftanr Rr Ttor to to iRfror 
RrtsrfE ktf RRT RTOTfT : — 

(i) UTTT 44 TT TOtTTTT (l) % EffiE, TOR EEfst kt 
TORE Rt TO fTOtf fTOTOlT kt faW'TOT TO ETRTfEE 
TOE k gRWRlk, RT 

(ii) Ri TrfRfRftTO totE k toDtrir fk tortT toto 

4tRT (RTdRvr ) fRtTOR, 1950 3RT RET StEfkE 
TfETTO xrk Rf'O'TOtT TO, TOT RRft % ftpr TT TOT 
4 RT TOT, RT 

(iii) Rp RfakfuTOT toE % sutpsirtr It tortT, fERktT 
S1TT fetf TO; to ETRRT AT, fkqk RfRE.ETEER EE 
Rfsr^RRT k toEe TO St TO Tift ERA R stk 
RTO RR R RlE TO TOTOT RRT fJRT ft RT Riff, Rf 

(iv) RS eIAWtTE TOE T REREPT IT TO RRf’T T RkTR 
RR TOR TOTTiTR T RRR if RffffRRR ^ TOTO’T R^Tt 
4, uR fTffid TORTJl' TOR^RTRR fTRf RRT RT RT 477 , 


ktR^rfiSR to 4 TTir % ftTO ITTITR 5{tRT 

(t) RH1R RT RTOAfro fRRTRT ft RffifTT TORT fTO TO Til 
Rffi RtRTOfr R Ert TOTtRR fRTtSW RT HER qRtrrfT 
TTRRRr; RR51RT RT 

(tt) fiJr RETTR RT ROTRlf.A fRRTRR; =k srfETRTRTrftR froft 
TOT3T4, TROT, TORkR RT RTO ffiTRT R fRTRT ffT 
TOTO RRR RT R^RT TORT wk T3R% RRTTT JT TO 

tort Ik to srFTOrIt k Irrtrr wk rdtoI % tertr 
J r RR'ftra fiR Jest, rItot wk ^ rtrtrtt fkl- 

W RT RTR RRhTTT k RRM RTRR RT? tlk TORT 
Rkw to 4 ¥, RT fiffi 'JTTRTOfr 4 fR'R R RIRTOT 
RRUCT S; RT 

( 0 ) R'ciTR Ri RTORfTO fRRklR; kV, RR% RfflTOi't RT TlRRT 
kt, rt tkrft TOfARkr TO p;Jt TOnsk, trtrr, torPtr 
rt ?rtr gfkr< R RTRr tito;, Ri fijr kk TOpRT *hV 

EtTO TOt R TOR fktSTO; RT RfR RRlilft k RTR TO 
fRERW TOR TO gRTO’Et ^ITR | fk TO. "PRTOfT 
klwr tort; rt 

(«) PR tot^tR, frirr, torRtr RT TOR ffiTOTT R T<3 
RP Iron TlRTST, killTOT RT TOR RIRlATT AT RTOT 
RRPC TORT RT RRR ^ 1 

SRTtSRftRV JITTOt 

TO RTRR R 5r ' TrT ff Tjs kft TTTR5RT 7J rR | 

RR'ffk T5S k fRrr RTRTO TO k TOTRT- RT ERR HRT I 

TOTfR, RT TOlfTOT fkRT RTRT fT ATIT®TffT TO TO RTR | I 

to Rr urtIRr fkRT -mar | fk rete R to kr R fk4T 

k %r rt sIRror rrtr rtI r?rt i 

[RoTO® 980 1 4/1 9 / 7 6-kToRTfo] 


S.O. 850.- — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 87 of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 
1948) and in continuation of Ihc notification of the Gov- 
ernment of India in the Ministry of Labour No. S.O. 213 
dated 6th January, 1978, the Central Government, after 
consultation with Employees’ State Insurance Corporation, 
hereby exempts the Cochin Shipyard Limited, Cochin, Public 
Sector Undertaking under the Ministry of Shipping and 
Transport from the operation of the said Ael for a period 
of one year with effect from the 1 1th February, 1977 up lo 
and inclusive of the 10th February, 1978. 

2, The above exemption is subject to the following con- 
ditions, namely : — 

(1) The employer of the said factory shall submit in les- 
pect of the period during which that factory was subject to 
(he operation of the said Act (hereinafter referred to as the 
said period), such returns in such form and containing such 
particulars as were due from it in respect of Ihe said period 
under the Employees' State Insurance (General) Regulation, 
1950; 

3. Any Inspector appointed by the Corpoiution under sub- 
section (1) of section 45 of die said Acl, or other Official 
of Corporation authorised in this behalf shall, for the pur- 
poses of — 

ti) verifying the particulars contained in any return 
submitted under sub-section (I) of section 44 for 
the said period; or 

(ii) ascertaining whether registers and records were main- 
tained as required by (lie Employees’ Slate insur- 
ance (General) Regulations, 1950 for the said 
period; or 
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5. sfV fifa fffi° YOTST, 

fiTfidT a ¥U fifad# f fit M ■ 
% 7jo 1 2-?rjf. fifa, %- 
*% i 

e. ti % vo wctt, ww, }- 

fifar 4 '+■ 'fitT-fiTfi ff-frffi'tyM , 

%«rk fffer, w snw 
ffo 3 , fifal sfjr, fdRT 
fifa i J 


3Rd t ^ farad! 

^ TCifitf V V*f(V fifffiTR 
SRT fR^T'RT faff fiff fdfifafifr 
■fi % fifaftfa I 


MR TT — ijtj 3 ( i i ) ] dRd fir twiu : 


(iii) ascertaining whether the employees continue tcv be 

entitled to benefits provided by the employer in 
cash and kind being benefits in consideration of 
which exemption is being granted under this 
notification; or 

(iv) ascertaining whether any of the provisions of the 

Act has ~ been complied with during the period 
when such provisions were in force in relation to 
the said factory; 

be empowered to — 

(a) required the principal or immediate employer to fur- 

nish to him such, information as he may consider 
necessary; or 

(b) enter any factory, establishment, office or other 
premises occupied by such principal or immediate 
employer at any reasonable lime and require any 
person found incharge thereof to produce to such 
Inspector or other official and allow him to exa- 
mine auch accounts, books and other documents 
relating to the employment of persons and payment 
of wages or to furnish to him such information as 
he may consider necessary; or 

(c) examine the principal or immediate employer, bis 

agent or servant, or any person found in such 
factory, establishment, office or other premises or 
any person whom the said Inspector or other offi- 
cial has reasonable cause to believe to have been 
an employee; or 

(cl) make copies of or take extracts from, any register, 
account book or other document maintained in such 
factory, establishment, office or other premises. 

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM 

It has become necessary to give retrospective effect, to 
the exemption in this case, us the processing of the application 
for exemption took time. However, it is certified that the 
factory is eligible for exemption, It is also certified that the 
grant of exemption with retrospective effect will not affect 
the interest of anybody adversely. 

[No. S. 3S014/19/76-HI1 


fit 13 fifa, 1978 

fitTo Wo 8 5 1; — %ffa fiWR, fi%| ft fifa^d fafa fafa, 
19 52 % % 5 % fird fifed far 4 % ( 1 ) 

% wjwr it wk fiRd irtr ^ xfnjt «nr, tfadR tffa sdfifa 
%TSfa fit 5lf%ddT fiT° if" 2071 fiffetj 23 fit, 1969 
fiff Rfafife fi% grr, fidfefi LRff % fad lTip srfafvtfi fiffifa 
STfiTdl' % ftfifi ffirfifoi ffst d °M ffid fad, ; — 

dSdUT : 

1. WdfiH tffa dfad, Wfer 

fiRTR, fifiTd fiTTM 5rfa ^TTifRT flRfiR Jrt fafffid I 
«rfi fadfa fddrfi 3 %, %% 
tPRd ; 


7- "fe fffffifiRfr dfiRXTd, fiffd") 
diffflfdfi, fiRtldfid^Lfid | 
fiTfifad, 3%R ddfTfi j 
filt, dfidfe I 

9. Mt fits ypTfifiT TTd, dRtffa I fiRd £ fitfaRl Hd%f % 

°dRR fid fit fidfefir | fiRfisr if %dffa tffifi'R 

fiDd dffifd, fi° fro SfiTd )> £Rt fddfifi faff firr finf- 
RSfe.fiddfd'fe.dfidfe i j difttf fit ttfi dfafaftn 

9- ‘fe tto dfifar, dfiTdfad, 
mold fipferr driTR td 
fitrtfi, fitfifefit WlfiTT, 1 3/ 1 4 

fi^nt d firffi a t fifief, otfifr 
dflfidT filifi'fe, dfitfe J 

[fio dfa 2OOI2/1/7 fi-tl offfiio-IJ)] 


New Delhi, the 13th March, 1978 

S.O.851— In pursuance of sub paragraph (1) of paragraph 
4 read with paragraph 5 of the Employees’ Provident Funds’* 
Scheme, 1952 and in supersession of the notification of the 
Government of India in the late Ministry of Labour, Employ- 
ment and Rehabilitation Number S.O, 2071, dated the 23rd May, 
1969, the Central Government hereby sets up a Regional Com- 
mittee for the State of Karnataka, consisting of the following 
persons, namely : — ■ 

Chairman : 

1. The Commissioner and Secretary Appointed by the 
to the Government of Karnataka, Central Government. 
Social Welfare and Labour Depart- 
ment, Vidhana Soudha, Bangalore. 

Members : 

2. The Commissioner of Labour, 

Government of Karnataka, Banga- 
lore. 

3. The Deputy Secretary to the 
Government of Karnataka, Finance 
Department, Bangalore. 


Two persons appointed 
by the Central Govern- 
ment on the reeom- 
Vmendation of the State 
I Government. 


2. Tfi fitfifefit fiTfitR,') 

dfidfe I | 

3. 3fi fifdd, fiutefiT IRfiTR, | 

fdfi fadin', dfififh: 1 J 

4 . Sift TTd° fide 'fe>R, dEW 
TfifeT fifatr 

fafi fffilltut-nu, dfed 
fiTtfafi,fj^fel'fiffiR, fi^TffiT 
fifa) Tf?, 1 


TRd firm fi^V fawfaw fir 

%5dfa fiTPR 5RT fafififi 

faff fiff fit wrffid 1 

fafifapfa %■ fifisfif 

firrfifir ^ fidfifa tt tfi 1 1 

fiRT fafifid ffitff fifffatftfifaf 

% tffa fifafafa | 


4. Shri H..N. Srcedhar, President, 
Karnataka Pradesh Hotels and 
Restaurants Association, Hotel 
Kamdhcnu, Trinity Circle 
Mahatma Gandhi Road, Banga- 
lore, 

5. Shri C.M, Reddy, Chairman, 
Caravan Goods Carriers Limited 
No, 12, Hosur Road, Bangalore. 

6. Shri K.A. Ayappa, Chairman, 
Karnataka Planters’ Association 
Craigmore Estate, Post Box No, 3, 
Pollibetta, District Coorg. 


Three representatives 
of the employers 
appointed by the Cen- 
-tral Government in 
consultation with the 
Organisations of the 
employers in the State. 


J 
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7. Shri Allampalli Venkataram," 
State General Secretary, Bharatiya 
Mazdoor Sagh Office, Snbcdar 
Chetram Road, Bangalore. 


3. f-TRflT RMtriT rMtj flfR RtR11 *ht (M f'urf'iTRt’ 

Rill I Ft'S %Atl Rri4T RRir-rriiTT R1 Mvi I 

4. fiRfiir rM Mint if irfhi rjrt fhifiT ht tot 


8. Shri P, Ramachandra Rao, Karna- 
taka State Committee of Centre of 
Indian Trade Unions, K.V. Temple 
Street, Sultanpet, Bangalore. 

9. Shri D. Venkatesh, General Secre- 
tary, Indian National Trade Union 
Congress, Karnataka Branch 
13/14, Madurai Mudaliar Road, 
Jolly Mohalla, Cottonpet, Banga- 
lore. 


[No. V. 200l2(l)/76-PF-lT] 


ii Riir i 

s. Mr i rjtiri, fiM Arm n rrpt fjfir, Ahir’! 
Rtf fiiffiRf u rit ^tht tUM it r^ttr Mtw«T rrrI 
hr ft irr fEiri Mhftn Sf, if gtl irA Mr «mff n apt Mft- 

5T1T JRT flRT ITERT I 

«. MMi RfuR sjttipfprriT rarrA Sr it ft if Rf 
Tr trrar it# rirtFci it ®rttt i»rr >rr frit Rtt Mt it 
tr at *r ir igf $tit sft rrr rhr rt: %Mr rtht. irtT 
Ritrrfti it Tpr i 


] Three representatives 
| of the employees 
J appointed by the Ccn- 
-tral Government in 
consultation with 
Organisations of em- 
ployees in the State. 


if ft Mr, 14 M, 19 7 8 

ItTo JTto 85 2 .- -MlsT fitTTT 1 $ 7 Rift fAfuTT, Rirffa- 

RTf t'ft, Tte rtir rfo ms, |turapr- s ooooi (ftrif M 

RTRft; T14 TROT IgJ R9T £) t UthM rM*T Mr 
Rtt Rift: TR«<or RfRMm, 1952 (1952 *0 19) (ftrft 
rirtr th RftrfTtpr 134 im %) <t rut 17 otrot 

( l) % Rtrj (l] % Rifft TSZ ti % ftrn RUTH flRT $; 

Rtf %Mr RTITf ift TJR if RfRRTR 4?! Rtf it iur 
tir ?nm $ rMr MB Ermr irfRifriTt % fprrr ^ 
Rmf R ir rria nfl £ 5 ft tjw RfffpRTr ift trur ■ tr 

Mhftra: %, Rtf iRhift, ihirft rMrMr ^ rtr jrhfttrnrff 
*ar Rt RRRtn tst Tq % Rt 37r RtjTrawi ft ttr vttjtt T?[t %, 
5 ft R^t RtuT % Hrfr wtq- r«rm ^ tp^RiPttff % if«fsr 
if, tts sriVfhtpfr % R«ftr sfrr Rnr'^T^t trfwr fhfrr t^jt, 1957 
(Pn% 'URlT RiRT sftgT TT4T |) % RsffT 3R- 

rr:, rr, %nftR trritR RfafhtiR vt ttm 17 *rTr ^ 7 - 
anT ( 1 ) 'J 1 ’® {v) IRl tpfR RftHtfl TT RtfttT TT% |rr 

rTt. ttrh (Pj^Rt Jr Prfhf^: vrrff 5rr REftR 
TRm jfr % Rttfr gwtff % RTifa Jr wz wt ^ I 

«TO* 

1 . fRm Jr FrRUtTr, fhttwR % fRn 

HTCf RTIR <pTrrr Rtf ftrfr«TR St Rtf Ttr Rt$«F RTR % Rrn 
% 1 5 faR % RtRT Rtt?R 4t^TT 5ft RftfrR, RMh^R 

^t srrfr 17 <t ^‘Tsrrfi (3) $ w* (n) % Rtfhj fh^ 

l 

2. fRTR*l Jt tt*4)4 pTtft5TT :-- 

(i) Rfh r .tr fhftr RffRtRt % TrfhtrR nft virr Rftr- 
faaR ^t trrfr 17 «fft HTtrifi (3) % ta^ (m) % 
RsftT RRR RRR Rf % ; Krf Rf^Tf IlfT 5rrft f¥n Rrr 
fT^trff 9T TlfR TtRT ; 

(ii) ERR fRT % Frtf RTR!T RRttRt RftPTT fit 
fRFR it RTR7T J l ffR RTfft R*W Rfl^R fhftj srfRRTrff 
TT flfTTR RRR RRR Tf %t^[R RTirn. srfr Rrfl 

fsrtr ro; % RtjRrf Rtrar | rV. tir Rihr afr? 
arrr rFrer fhftr RfRanfr % tffr Wrrr % fir/ rrt- 
RTtfl ^tRl 1 


7. fhRt5|»F R^fhrr RfTTf lift R^RlftfR faftT if ftTRtff ift 
tTRT gfh Rtf 5TR RRl 3RR nvfrtR fsfTRT 511794 TRlfr n^r RffT 

^ifRlfrat Tt R^'iRRt iff RRT Sr TR^fr jjrr Rnfi apt RRRTR 

Rfitn PRRR % f[RRT Rg Rf RRfuR 1?tRT I 

8. RfR «Ftf RfR IfifRTtr, 5ft IRRltt RfhR fhftl ( RPTjrft 
Hflj) RT RTR fiTft R ; R fRTRR Tt RfarR MR 14 

Kt h RRfR It, fRTRR R flRtMr ijM ?t at fRtflMT fRFR 
ift MR % RRfR % FT R RRtR RPTffR ^t RR qftRT Rtf 
nJr irRRrtl Rff *rm fraT rrr' 1 it Mi4f nthr 
rtR if hni ithnr i 

9. Rfa TR RR % wnrff % Ptit, faiffh flRtUT Tr FTR 

RRT ff rMR Mr % RfRRTRf ih Rf TUT MaMr ^ RtflR 
Rj-rir Rpt at fhRtw rMr Mr T r^rM «t?t Rf rrMt 
«t Jr rjt tir ritir r«rm ift rMr Mr fifth % reM iff 

Sr^flRTtr TR R^fhRIRi tl 1R R^5T R ?t 5rrcf fhRlft *RRTRT 
T1R RfRfRRR % RtflR ^ I 

10. fRTRR MR rMr Mr tt Rqftfsnr ^rrrr trt Rtf 
rMru rMr Mr Rtt^Ri lit Rnfta it Ttr rtr % RRtf rrrt i 

11. wtr % rMr Mr Mm if fitfr ret % (M jr 

Rf, Rfh fltRt RRfR Rf TR fRIRR 14 inf Rift 4 V$ 5|tR iff 

Rvtr if ha fiR rrii fMt rtr prirr it trtt firRhaoi 
Tfpf if RtafoftR fiR 5 ft fV fRRtw Rtf mrarffai % RfRinr 
% JT7 ml hR Tf 5RT5T Rtf TR% RMfIR fTR Rt, hfR 
iftf jft, 5ft RRR fRRht % RRtR hi It, JR fhRl + < hfh TR fIR 
it w ^ Tf faRmr Rtf mf'iift% RfRim % rt if ftrt tr 
44 IRT5( % if 1R awr t RR FfRt 4R IRRTff, infRltf 
gfui Mr fifth, 19 52 % RRtR RMr MB 1R RRfR (JtRT, 
at thrMir \r fmff % RRif % Rfm fmr rrafR ht wfajfR 

% if RRRT Mr RfRRTR % KR if RtRR iff'TT I 

12 - rMR MR Mrm if lift »ff RlftRR MltOll rMr 
fRfR RI^IR *P RtprtRR ^ fRRT R^f fMl RTtfRl Rtf 5T^t 

fVfft RRfRR Jr MRifrif % %t Rf RfajTr Hnn r*rt rrt«i 

RifT RrtfhT rMr Mrj RT^IR REH RRh R^RtlR irrh R 
■jq-, mfRiff-Rt Tt RRRT rMtH fR5f irfR 14 tjfia^la RRhf 
hRT 1 

[Tfo 35014/34/77Mo RRlII] 

New Delhi, the 14th March, 1978 

S.O. 852. — Whereas Messrs. National Mineral Development 
Corporation Limited, Mukheramjahi Road, Post Box Number 
195, Hyderabad-500001 (hereinfater referred to as the said 
establishment) has applied for exemption under clause (a) 
of sub-section (1) of section 17 of the Employees’ Provident 
Funds and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952); 
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And whereas in the opinion of the Central Government, 
the rules of the provident fund of the said establishment with 
respect to the rates of contribution are not less favourable to 
the employees therein than those specified in section 6 of 
the said Act, and the employees are also in enjoyment of 
other provident fund benefits which on the whole are nor 
less favourable to the employees than the benefits provided 
under the said Act or under the Employees' Provident Funds 
Scheme, 1952 (hereinafter referred to as the said Scheme) 
in relation to the employees in any other establishment of a 
similar character; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (a) of sub-section (1) of section 17 of the said Act and 
subject to the conditions specified in the Schedule annexed 
hereto, the Central Government hereby exempts the said estab- 
lishment from the operation of all the provisions of the said 
Scheme. 

SCHEDULE 

1. The employer in relation to the said establishment shall 
provide for such facilities for inspection and pay such inspec- 
tion charges as the Central Government may, from time to 
lime, direct under clause (a) of sub-section (3) of section 17 
of the Employees’ Provident Funds and Miscellaneous Provi- 
sions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), within 15 days from the close 
of every month. 

2. The employer in relation (o the said establishment: 

(i) shall comply with the directions issued by the Central 

Government, from time to time, under clause (a) of 
sub-section (3) of section 17 of the said Act in regard 
to the investment of provident fund contributions; 

(ii) shall take due care to sec that the Board of Trustees 

constituted in respect of that establishment invest th« 
provident fund contributions in accordance with the 
directions issued by the CentraE-Govcrnment, from 
time to time, and shall be responsible for such invest 
'Trtenr of “die — provident fund contributions by the 
said Board of Trustees. 

3. The employer shall submit such returns to the Regional 
Provident Fund Commissioner as the Central Government 
may. from time to time, direct. 

4. The employer shall furnish to each employee an annual 
Statement of account or Pass Book. 

5. All expenses involved in the administration of the fund 
including the maintenance of accounts, submission of accounts 
and returns, transfer of accumulations, payment of inspection 
charges, etc,, shall be borne by the employer. 

6. The employer shall credit, every year to the account 
of each member interest at such rates as may be determined 
by the Board of Trustees and such rate shall not be less than 
the one determined by the Central Government from time to 
time. 

7. The employer shall display on the notice board of the 
establishment a copy of the rules of the fund as approved 
by the appropriate Government and, as and when amended, 
along with a translation of the salient points thereof in the 
language of the majority of the employees. 

8. Where an employee who is already a member of the 
Employees’ Provident Fund (Statutory Fund) or the provident 
fund of another exempted establishment is employed in his 
establishment the employer shall immediately enrol him us 
a member of the fund of the establishment, and accept the 
past accumulations in respect of such employee and credit 
to his account. 

9. The employer shall enhance the rate of provident fund 
contribution appropriately if the rate of provident fund con- 
tributions for the class of establishments in which his estab- 
lishment falls is enhanced Milder the Employees’ Provident 
Funds and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) 
s# that the benefits under the provident fund scheme of the 
establishment shall not become less favourable than the benefit 
provided under the said Act. 

10. The establishment shall submit an audited balance sheet 
of its provident fund every year to the Regional Commissioner 
within three months of the close of the year. 

430 GI/77 — -S 


11. Notwithstanding anything contained in the rules of the 
provident fund of the establishment if the amount payable 
to any member upon his ceasing to be an employee of the 
establishment or transferable on his transfer to any other 
establishment, by way of employer and employees’ contribution 
plus interest thereon taken together with the amount, if any, 
payable under the Pension Rules, be less than the amount 
that would be payable as employer’s and employees’ contribu- 
tions plus interest thereon, if he were a member of the Pro- 
vident Fund under the Employees’ Provident Fund Scheme, 
1952, the employer shall pay the difference to the member as 
compensation or special contribution. 

12. No amendment of the rules of the provident fund of 
the establishmenl shall be made without the previous approval 
of Lhe Regional Provident Fund Commissioner and where any 
amendment is likely to affect adversely the interests of the 
employees, the Regional Provident Fund Commissioner, Andhra 
Pradesh shall, before giving his approval, give a reasonable 
opportunity to the employees to explain their point of view. 

[No. S. 35014/34/77-PF. Ill 

8 5 3- - turn: rr wrap <jf w $ fr 
fwpr sVjtftrft faror *raP mrofrir tmm % 
Wt 8 nhd wttto trw % 104 (jouror) 

% tptnnfttfi rr trr p: -dut srm 5ft a-a eu if PP 

nil fr mmr tiw 4 tp ala fa qa , 1948 (1948 rr 34) 

% trap Tt df-u-r 

w, w, %afp turn:, ott afafapr ri aut 90 irt 
ttto urfwtfi rr wot toP ju, rppft w afp fpp it 
Wrim TOP % TUrTTf TOT qf»FT ftRigp fit TOT wfalWT % 

stop it, 1 writ, 1970 it 30 op, 1978 fir Pair p° 

at frfwfarr | wfa % ft# fcft $ 1 

2 . <j#p fSr irpf fjpsTfafwcT — 

( 1 ) tot rroap rr fwtro, w *raf«r w fw% 

flTH TO TTPTp <TT TOT trfafpp TOffAP P (ftlit TOP 

wpff 'tot wfa’ tot tot $), rfar fwrfTOt, tip srro 
ir wVc rftft fq-farfpqt afpa Pp sfr ranrl trw tffp (paper) 
fafpp, 1950 r top w up wfa rt ppt rft «ff; 

(2) faro jkt afaPw fp p-p 45 rtawnr (1) 

% toP fmjw fTRTT tot rtf pftwr, nr Pro rr to P r Tnn 
pfarr rtif tot wapt — 

(i) EFKT 4 4 rt TOffRT (l) r WtfP, TOT TOfff Vt 

top tjf frofl frouft fft Pf. i fpp fit tprrfw 

rP % toPpM; P 

(ii) q$ wfapfrw toP % wPornt fr f, tip ft i ciw 

Ptp (tram) frfmnr, 1950 iro qpnPfipi dwt 

TrfffirtJ tot *pfa ^ fat Pr w «t p nr 

(iii) pt sTfaPhror toP % spftwf fr TOtaift, ptfrirr 

3 tt.t ftp w w wit fit, Trfdwmm to afu- 
tjwr % 17^4 dt rr T^t ?t, TfUT if fflr toj 
to if tP rr tot jto % qr rff; qr 

(iv) q? afvPfvw ^tortot fr w wFa % q^tp 
rr wtr rrarP, % wr it TTfaPw % wtot sripr 
«t, up ffu^t TOCtir if it frtft rr tt^ttw Ptot tot 
•IT qT ql$f I 

FqwfirfTOr mf rP ^ frp tttot jrPr : — 

(r) rap P TOTfFip ptfrro it tPstt top fr ^ 3% 

fftft TfPrrft if 'tftft srpfqr pngp ft ; p 
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(m) fit! qsrrq nr qsqqffT fnift A-t. % qfimTqTstlR 

qroarh, ftttt, vratwr qrxpq qfrqT Sr fqqff 'ffr 

•gfrq qqq qqnutrrqr xfk qqrf) ?r 

H77q-rftp ®qfwf) ^ fqq'TTrq <ftt qaT^rl' % Rqrq 
q ir-rfuq ffqr twr qfg«i 'w'V^ sm 'iff farter* 

qr qrq qqqrO qw qri: tffa qfterr irfa 
i, qr t?*ft TFFrrft * fa% ^ worn vTTifa 
qi 

(q) qtrrq qr qz qqjjjd fa-qtePF rh, qfffTfft qr far* 
i ft, qr ftnSt rqfm q‘r fffFifa wm, 
jfrr^rtqpT qr xffq qfrffff ir qrqT arm qT tj?r fafa)*qfaff 
qf) faffi% arr?: r i« fafrsrqr qr *qq iotr) % qrrr 
q^ fqnwrq qnfa q.T ^nqq^q *m | fa q? qq'qrd 
|, qfrefTT qrfqr; qf 

(«r) tjff qra^sriq, yqiqq, Yrqfaq q i qrq qfrrrr if Taf q^ 
fatf rterfjr, $r<grq ; |i' qr xqq ¥t qqrsr fan: 

qrqqT qT qqfr ^rt*r far i 

wiTwrew ima 

qq unfa if yriffsfl srsrrq q ^ w. rnuro ^r qf If 
faffa ®S 4i) qffr % faq 1 faqtepfi *7 qttnfaq fa & TIFT 
jsqr qT i qqxfq, q^ qtrrfirpT faqr arrar | fa qrrwRT yrz qrr 
qrar t 1 qg; »f) qqrfnrq ffarT amr | fa ■jqftflrff q^T* ff 
fa ir ffaft % f^sr qc qfarp-r qmq nfr qfarri 

[ff° irq 0 3 8 0 1 4/ 2 5/7 7-qqo TITfo] 

faro qqo q^iqrqq, ffffffffar 


S.O. 853. — Whereas the Central Government is satisfied that 
the employees of the No. 104 (HBD) Printing Group, Pilot Map 
Production Plant, Survey of India, Hyderabad under the De- 
partment of Science and Technology are otherwise in receipt 
of benefits substantially similar to the benefits provided under 
the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948); 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 90 of the said Act, the Central Government, after con- 
sultation with the Employees’ State Insurance Corporation, 
hereby exempts the above-mentioned factory from the operation 
of the said Act for the period from 1st January, 1970 upt« 
and inclusive of the 30tb June, 1978. 

2. The above exemption is subject to the following conditions 
namely : — 

(1) The employer of the said factory shall submit in respect 
of the period during which that factory wa s subject to the 
operation of the said Act (hereinafter referred to as the said 
period), such returns in such form and containing such par- 
ticulars as were due from it in respect of the said period 
under the Employees’ State Insurance (General) Regulations, 
1950; 

(2) Any inspector appointed by the Corporation under sub- 
section (1) of section 45 of the said Act, or other official 
of the Corporation authorised in this behalf shall for the 
purposes of — 

(i) verifying the particulars contained in any return sub- 

mitted under sub-section (1) of section 44 for the 
said period; or 

(ii) ascertaining whether registers and records were main- 

tained as required by the Employees' State Insurance 
(General) Regulations, 1950 for the said period; or 

(iii) ascertaining whether the employees continue to be 

entitled to benefits provided by the employer in cash 
and kind being benefits in consideration of which 
exemption is being granted under this notification; or 


(iv) ascertaining whether any of the provisions of the Act 
had been complied with during the period when such 
provisions were in force in relation to the said 
factory : — 

be empowered to — 

(a) require the principal or immediate employer to fur- 

nish to him such information as he may consider 
necessary; or 

(b) enter any factory, establishment office or o' her 

premises occupied by such principal or immediate 
employer at any reasonable time and require any 

?erson found inchargc thereof to produce to such 
nspector or other official and allow him to 
examine such accounts, books and other documents 
relating to the employment of persons and payment 
of wages or to furnish to him such information 
as he may consider necessary; or 

(c) examine the principal or Immediate employer, his 
agent or servant, or any person found in such fac- 
tory, establishment, office or other premises, or any 
person whom the said Inspector or other official 
has reasonable cause to believe to have been an 
employee; or 

(d) make copies of or take extracts from, any register, 
account book or other document mainlined in 
such factory, establishment, office or other premises. 

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM 

It has become necessary to give retrospective effect to the 
exemption in this case, as the application from the employer 
for grant of exemption was received lato. However, it is certi- 
fied that the factory is eligible for exemption. It is also certi- 
fied that the grant of exemption with retrospective effect will 
not affect the interest of anybody adversely. 

[No. S-38014/25/77 HI] 

S. S. SAH ASRANAMAN— D vc-ffccr 

- - 

CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi, the 9th March, 1978 

S.O. 854.— In the notification of the Government of India 
in the Ministry Of Labour No. S.O. 721, dated the 16th Feb- 
ruary, 1977, at page 943, in the Schedule, against serial 
number 7, under column 3 for “(excluding Civil Districts of 
Bangalore, Kolar, Mysore, Mandva, Tunkur, Coorg, South 
Kanara, Hasan, Chickmagalur, Shimoga and Chitradurg)" read 
“(excluding Civil Districts of Bangalore, Kolar, Mysore, Man- 
dya, Tunkur, Coorg, South Kanara, Hasan, Chickmagalur, 
Shimoga and Chitradurg) and Andhra Pradesh (excluding 
the Civil District of Chittoor).” 

[No. S-16025(8)/75-PW] 
CORRIGENDUM 

S.O. 854. — In the notification of the Government of India, 
in the Ministry of Labour No. S.O. 722 dated the 16th Feb- 
ruary, 1977, published in the Gazette of India, Part II Section 
3, sub-section (ii) dated the 5th March, 1977 at pages 
944-945— 

In the Schedule, 

(i) against each of the serial numbers 5, 6, 8.. to 1 1 
for "Labour Enforcement Officer” read ‘Labour 
Enforcement Officers” ; 

(ii) against serial No. 8, under column 3 for “Shimoga 
(Chitradurg) and Andhra Pradesh” read Shimoga, 
Chitradurg and Andhra Pradesh" ; 

(iii) against serial number 10 — 

(a) under column 2 for “(Central)" read “(Central) 
in the Asansol region" ; 

(b) under column 3 for “Districts" read “Civil 
Districts” ; 

(iv) against serial number 11 under column 2 for “Labour 
Enforcement Officer (Central)” read “Labour En- 
forcement Officers (Central) in Bhubaneswar 
region,” 

[No. S- 16025(8) /75-L W I 
K. D. GANDHI, Under Secy. 
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fir*#), 14 TR, 1978 

HtTo WTo 856. — foflq flTWT Jr q^ qqTHTT ft) fot 97 fip 
rifofw Jr $wr wht xtffaw «tt, ’fofrffo finrra wfirfim, 1947 
(1947 w 14) #) trtrr 2 % n*w (s) % swu (i) 
gWtff $ WJflT®! Jr, «TT7tr *PT foTW Xtfu^WT 

rfWT Wo HITo 305 2 trnW 13 ffltTRT, 1 977 3TTT gxfNfT- 

ITTfipT qf^T 61 46 1*S\*\ #1 d W ^ Tu fit 9 8 % 4*1)616 1 ^ ftTH 1 
tUqW , 1 977 Jr gTH qft WgTgfg ^ fJpJ #fip 3WW) 
JT4T #rfw ffoT qT; 

xfk £gfto tttwt #) Trq f, far forfgg Jr wwfu #) 
®: mg #) *ft< tpTR-Rrftr % fiw 1 rtrt w^rfwr $; 

5 PT: w, 5fl4frfw fWT xrftrfiTZPT, 1947 (l947 W 14 ) 

#r tnrr 2 % wn (g) Jjwr (i) %gwjq; jra wfr wfw#f 
m folq qrr# 50 $gf)g grwi gw gyrtg ^ gw xrftrfmrg % 

foRgf «k fwf 1 1978 Jr 0: gra tft tfK w^tps fa- % 

fgg r ii o. ggqtgt Jtqr qlfw qtw) ^ 1 

[g° ogo-i 1 0 1 7 / 3 / 78 -#)' o i(T®)(i)] 

New Delhi, the 14th March, 1978 

S.O. 856. — Whereas the Central Government having been 
satisfied that the public interest so required, had in pursuance 
of the provisions of sub-clause (vi) of clause (n) of section 2 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), declared 
by the notification of the Government of India in tho Ministry 
of Labour No. S.O. 3052 dated the 13th September, 1977 the 
Copper Mining Industry to be a public utility service for the 
purposes of the said Act, for a fisriod of six months from the 
J^t October, 1977; 

And whereas, the Central Government is of opinion that 
public interest requires the extension of the said period by 
a further period of six months; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by the 
proviso to sub-clause (vi) of clause (n) of section 2 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, (14 of 1947), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby declares the said industry to be a public utility 
service for the purposes of the said Act, for a furlher period 
of six months from the 1st April. 1978. 

[No. S. 1 1017/3 /78/DI(A)(t)] 

w° w® 8 57.— ^rsfir trxqrn: Jf q^r ggimr tt 

fY *r for twt tfijfepr «tt, sWrfw fwrc xrfirfqqg, 

1 947 ( 1 947 W 14) #) tTTTf 2 ^ SPR (l) % («) ggmtff 

% xpjgpq Jr mw gywr % q-g foTtw qrt xrft i^-r r gwr w° 

WT® 35 5 1 mfru 13 fJrfTRT, 1 977 9RT ffiqT^W ggffiT W 
gw xrfkfggg % gqRgf % fJpf 25 fgrRg, 1977 Jr w. grg 
qfl wgTqfa v fiw gfo gggrifl JBrr gtfw fw ht i 

tfR #gftq gtwr if) 7nr ^ srfofp Jr gw •Rrarqfa 

gi. rrrjr xjVr rufcr fg# grgT xr#f#7T ^ ; 

wr:, w«r, fwra xtftrfitgg, 1 947 ( 1 947 w 1 4) #1 

HUT 2 ^ 7J4J (5) ^ 7(W (6) % TRTf, JT7T TTrl V l fw#! 
w yfor >P7g jtf grw*: gw gifln tt) irfafJrqrr^ 

wfogf <>Jr 25 gr#, 1978 # w. >ng xfrr wwafg ^ fiw 

ggfoft #tfim qrw) 1 1 

[rf« tfgo 11017/3/7 s-#t 0 i(t(o)(ii)] 

S.O. 857 - -Whereas the Central Government being satisfied 
that the public interest so required, had in pursuance of the 
provisions of sub-clause (vi) of clause (n) of section ( 2 ) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), declared by 
the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry 
of Labour No. S.O. 3051 dated the 13th September, 1977, 


the lead mining industry to be a public utility service for 
the purposes of the said Act. for a period of six months 
from the 25th September, 1977; 

And whereas the Central Government is of the opinion thaL 
the public interest requires the extension of the said period by 
a further period of six months; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by (he 
proviso to sub-clause (vi) of clause ( 11 ) of section 2 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), Ihe Central Gov- 
ernment hereby declares the said industry to be a public utility 
service for the purposes of the said Act for a furlher period 
of six months from the 25th March, 1978. 

[No. S. U017/3/78/DI(A)(ii)l 

gfo-wr 

Wo wt= 8 5 8. — *rrw % TR)qr 11 ntRrfr, 1978 T trw, 
WPT 2, ipt 3, (ii) ir ^ 33 s T7 tTWlfoT HTW 

7W( % q-g WRIT 5?) Ttfisi yqm Wo Wo 3 83 Tirw 2 3 
WTTI, 1978, Tfw 14 if, "|977” W “l978” 9# I 

[tfo tRo 1 10 1 7/2/7 8-#t ° 1 ( )] 
mgo %o gtTigq-g, srftpr,|Tt 


CORRIGLNDUM 

S.O. 858 In the notification of the Government of India 

in (he Ministry of Labour No, S.O. 383 dated the 23rd Janu- 
ary, 1978, published at page 338 in the Gazette of India, 
Part II, section 3 sub-section (ii) dated the 11th February, 1978 
in line 18 of the said notification, for “1977” read “1978''. 

(No. S. 11017/2/78 /DI(A)1 
L. K. NARAYANAN, Desk Officer 

New Delhi, the 4th March, 1978 

S.O. 859. — In pursuance of section 17 of Ihe Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal Bombay in the mdustrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the manage- 
ment of the Bank, of Baroda and their workmen, which 
was received by the Central Government on the 14-2-78. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL AT BOMBAY 

Reference No. CGIT-9 of 1975 

PARTIES ; 

Employers in relation to the management of Bank of 
Baroda 

AND 

Their Workmen 
APPEARANCES : 

For the employers : 

1 . Shri L. C. Joshi, Advocate. 

2. Shri P. K, Desai, Personnel Officer. 

For the workmen ; 

1. Shri Jayanat Gadkari, Advocate. 

2. Sbri Mukund R. Bhatt, General Secretary. 

INDUSTRY ; Banking STATE : Maharashtra 

Bombay, the 3rd December, 1977 
AWARD 

1. The Government of India, in the Ministry of Labour 
by their Order No. L. 121012/31/74/LRIII, dated the 
25th February, 1975 in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947, has referred ihe following matter 
for adjudication by this Tribunal. 
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SCHEDULE 

"Whether the action of the Bank of Baroda in not 
promoting Shri V. S. Rane, clerk in the Crawford 
Market Branch to the Grade of Special Assistant 
is justified ? If not, to what relief is the workman 
entitled ?” 

2. After the parties had filed their respective written 
statements, etc. the matter was fixed for hearing on a 
number of occasions but was being adjourned on one or 
another ground. However, on the date of hearing, that is, 
on 3-12-1977 the parties filed a joint agreement stating 
that the Bank had agreed to promote Shri V. S. Rane, the 


employee concerned in the dispute, to the post of Special 
Assistant on the usual existing terms and conditions includ- 
ing the probationary period with effect from 1st August, 
1976 and that in view of this agreement the workmen did 
not desire to proceed with the reference and prayed that 
the reference may accordingly be disposed of. 

3. 1 find the agreement fair and reasonable and answer 
the reference accordingly. 

J. NARATN, Presiding Officer 
(F, No. L-12012/31/74-LRTII] 
R. P. NARULA, Under Secy. 
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